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THE TRANSLATER TO 
che Chriſtian Readers, 


AND TO ALL THOSE ESPECIAL- 
ly, whoſe hard hap it is, or may be, to be ſedu- 
ced onto Popery : that by the belye of this Booke, 
and their one Prayers, they may be deliuered 
from the Euill, when the Priefts and Ieſuits 
world Lead them into teme 


tation. 


Here is a bold Nation of men (the Temp- 
ters aboue mentioned I meane) lily of late 
crept in amongſt you ( well-meaning and 
abuſed people) whoſe enticements (as you 
know too well) ſtill begin with the Church ; 

r ſaying you Proteſtants are direct Heretickee, 
you haue no Church : Are you therefore reconciled to the 
Church ? Meaning all this time the Ramane Church. Had 
tey fairely meant the Catholike Church, Iknow no Calui- 
i that hath put this Article out of his Creed, /beleeve the 
Wy Catholike Church. And to (ay, I beleene: What elſe im- 
plies ir, but to beleeue himſelfe to be of it; elſe, why his 

4? That therefore you may make one Romani# to an- 
er all che reſt ; doe but turne him, that would ſeduce you, 
motheſe two firſt Chapters; and he ſhall there finde. that 
choſe few points of Reformation, both in matter of Do- 
ne and Ceremonie, wherein the Proteſtants haue iuſtly 
Aated from the Papiits ; we can be no Heretiques. And 
ka their one new Doctors, who boaſt ſo much of Anti- 
tie, can no where ſhe / our Doctrine to be ſufficiently 
ndemned, before the time of that fiſth Golpell of the A0- 
41 maniſts, 


uy / fff L 


ift, the Councell of Tren I meane,which ended no man 
than ſome ſixty yeeres agoe; the third Chapter will euident. 
ly ſhew them. And how incompetent a ludge an Aduerſs 
rie is, and how vnlawtull a Councell that of Trent was, the 
Inſtances of the fourth and fiſth Chapters will evince it 
Laſtly, that we Proteſtants, hauing euer continued true mem- 
bers of the true, holy, and Catholique Church, doe not now 
need any Reconciliation to theirs of Rome, the laſt Cha 
will abundantly demonſtrate it. Which ſix Chapters being 
written by a Gentleman, who euery where profeſſes him- 
ſelfe one of theirs, if they would offer xo ſhitt off (as they 
haue euaſions enow) by ſaying that what is written in thy | 
Booke,is but the opinion of one Doctor: Loe then,we hay: | 
( 


not only the Authors opinions, but the ſtrength of his n 
ſans to vrge them withall. All which are ſo mannerly, ſod 
tectly, and ſo ſuccinctly toucht vpon, and come off ſo hand 
ſomely, as no man (in my opinion) hath yet ſaid better, ia 
purpoſed to ſay ſo little. 

o giue you therefore the minde of the Author un 


word: Nothing was here written with any intention u 
vige vs Proteſtants, any whit to depart from our Righti 
yeelding to a Reconciliation with them; but to perlwak 
them rather, to eſteeme better of vs: and to deinonſirat 
withall, that if they will judge right, they muſt needs th 
well. And this is the purpoſe ofthe Tranllater alſo. To he 

ou therefore to vnderſtand all this Booke v If the Read 

| ſometimes feele, that this Author now and then g 

the Proteſtants a light fillip by the way; he ſhall obſetueih , 
the concluſion, that it was to reach his owne Romanilk, 
ſmarter blow; which is ſatis faction enough. And that 
giues vs any at all, let vs but conſider, that the Auth ;;; 
though hee were a moderate man, yet that he was with 1 
a Papiſt, and it will take away much of the ſcandall. Lat 
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The Tranſlater to the Reader, 


which 8 much aduantage as we can deſire from 
one man, which is to anſwer them by one of their one; this 
Gentleman the Author A. C. was too well knowne here in 
to haue continued a moſt zealous Roman Catho- 
Ade vntill his dying day, and yet neuertheleſſe are all his 
Reaſons for moderation, directed to the Papiſts, as if they 
hould firſt begin it; and all his conclufions directly for the 
Proteſtants, as though we ſhould ſtill hold them. Nay and 
which is ſomewhat more; whereas all this is with vs of Ex- 
gland, common to our Brethren the Proteſtants of France. 
doth this Booke make more for vs at home, than it doth 
— whole ſakes it was firſt written, For though we 
aue with them entertained the points of Reformation; yet 
laue we not fo far receded from the more Primitiue Roman 
church ( which he ſtands for) but that we ſtill retaine more 
the neceſſary Ceremonies, Solemnities, and Church Diſ- 
apline, than they of France haue done; witneſſe his ſecond 
(bapter of Ceremonies; which isfhill tor our a 
As therefore this little Booke hath beene twice already 
tinted in France, which is an argument of the Proteſtants 
od liking of it there; ſo hath it toure or fiue ſeuerall times, 
by Diuines and Gentlemen of our own Religion, been 
ſlated both into Latine and Engliſh, which is a demon- 
ive Reaſon to me, how much it hath beene lik d and de- 
To ſaue therefore the labour of writing it out, which 
obſerued, as many de ſirous to doe as could get Capies 
2 to let mine be publiſhed: deſiring all 
hoſe that light vpon it, to be as impartiall and charitable, as 
the Author bim elte wiſhes them. Which if they be, I hope 
well that the ſtricteſt need not bee offended, and the well- 


7 winded _- reape much benefit by it, Which being my on- 


ly deſire, I (hall euer pray for. 
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THE FIRST OCCASION 


how the name of Hvavenors, 
which our Author cucry where victh, 


came firſt ro be giuen to the 


French PxoTesSTANTS. 


Here is euer ſome Salt ar well as Gall in malice and this 
| temper makes it ſometimes bitterly witty; as may appeare 
by this name of Huguenots, by which and no other, dee 
the French Papiſts generally veuchſafe to call the Proteſtants, It 
was taken vp about the yeere 1559. which was ſome foure or 
fine yeeres before M* , Calums death. Till which time they were 
called Tourengeaux, of the Citie of Tours, where the Prate- 
ftamts moſtly vſed. But about that time, there hauing beene« 
fooliſh opinion, of a Night-Spirits walking 2p and downe the 
ſtreets, which they called King Hugont This fancie made on 
of the Citie Gates tobe ralled King Hugons Gare; and the Pn 
teſtamts being once obſerued in the night togoe thorow that Gui 
vnto their Aſſemblies and holy Exerciſes ; were herewpon called 
Huguenots. He that will ſee more of this Name, and the cru. 
fam of it, may finde a handſome Diſcourſe of it in Monſieu 
Paſquiers Recherches, lib. 7. cap. 32. whither ] refer you. 
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ALL THE KINGS 
FAITHEVL SVBIECTS, 


and principally to thoſe Catholikes, 
that are deſirous of the quiet of the 


(Church and State. 


Hes are now thirty yeeres and more 
(at ſeuerall times) ſince we haue had per- 
all wars with the Huguenocs, as with 
ebels and Hererikes : though we haue 

; perceiued of late that our former opinion 
was wrongfully conceived againſt them: and we may 
bealſo miſtaken in the latter ; and thattime, which hath 
made it appeare, that they are not Rebels, may diſcouer 
likewiſe vnto us, that they are not Heretikes, But how ſo- 
ever; it were much to be wiſhed in the meane time, that 
we would entertaine a charitable conceit of them, till 
there be more evidence giuen in againſt them. . 
The bitrer diflention in Religion, hath beene the 
fpring-head of all our miſeries. That was it, which 
brought them forth at firſt, and which yet nurſeth them: 
whence it is now come to palle, that thoſe men who are 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader, 


at this preſent, diſturbers of the State, haue at the very 
ſelfe-ſame time begun to raiſe tumults in the Realme, 
and to reuiue and exaſperate the differences which we 
haue in Religion: In ſuch falhion,as that the praiſes of 
the principall Leaguers, and the tutbulent Sermons of 
diuers Preachers (for I blame not all) haue beene (as it 
were) Hippocrates tu ins, who went alwaies to 
laught alwaies together; and it may chance, that theſe 
alſo may weepe together: and we haue ſcene the 
rience ot it, that the tongues of the one haue done more 
miſchiefe than the ſwords of the other. 

See the cauſe then, why in the beginning of theſe late 
troubles, the Catholike Apologie hath laboured to qua- 
life this heat, and to confute the ſlanders giuen out 
againſt the Reformed Religion, and thoſe of it. Which 
Apologie hath been in part refuted, but ſo coldly, as that 
no proofes which the Confuter produceth, could make 
me ſee any reaſon, why we ſhould ſo ily con- 
demne the Hwgwenors tor Heretikes, although differi 
from vs, about the explication of ſome points of Reli 
gion. Vpon which I was induced a yeere ſince & more, 
to anſwer the Reaſons aforeſaid. But finding the Argu- 
ments to be of great weight, liudged it fitter to write a 
juſt Treatiſe thereof by it ſelſe, than to anſwer the obie- 
ctions hudled vp together by another man: which hath 
cauſed me alſo both to ſuppreſle that which I had writ 
ten already,and to defer that which I purpoſed to write. 
And longer I ſuppoſe I had deterred it, if theſe late I ra- 
gedies acted in the murthers ot our ewo laſt Kings, had 

not put ae in the conceit of it, ho that theſe horrid 
Acts ſprung from the ſelfe - ſame fountaine, and that 
only vpon this ground too, namely, That ihe — 4 

l 


. 


the gare fo exceedingly cnor mou ʒ they found 
their Meximes, by vhich they perſwade themſelues, 
That a man may take any courſe lav full or vnla full, 
to deſtroy them and their fauourers. 
Another motiue I alſo had, which induced mee to 

proceed in my purpoſe of writing. Which was the 
conſideration ot the fortunate proceedings of our 

late King Hu x« y (whom his enemies made to be * Henry 4. 
called, Great) all the time that he continued Prote- 

ſtant: Then whoſe troubles we need ſeeke no further 

example, toſhewhow God both diſlikes mans blou- 

die courſes, and diſpoſes alſo of his one procee- 

dings, his owne way. For God neuer produces any 
extraordinarie euent, without ſorne extraordinarie 

Deſigue. But how extraordinarily God in the begin- 

ning fauoured his Majeſtie, whiles he continued Pro- 

teſtant, none knowes ſo well as his enemies, ſoraſ- 

much as God made vſe of their courſes, for his ad- 
uancement. They conceited it, that by embroyling 

France in Ciuill warres, to hane ruined him; and theſe 

warres haue increaſed his honour and power. They, 
impatient of delayes, thought — — vniuſtifi- 
able practiſes, to — vrged the late King * to haue Henry z. 
— him with more violence, than he had done 

eretofore ; and theſe plots of theirs, haue beene both 
the cauſes of the vtter ruine of his enemies, and of his 
reconcilement to the King. Briefly, his enemies thruſt 
Armes into his hands for their one deſtrutions : 
and thoſe deuices by which they had thought to 
haue chaſed him out of Gen, haue brought him in- 
to the heart of France; and by the ſelſe-· ſame meanes 


whereby they thought to take away his life, they haue 
giuen 


iuen him the Kingdome, 
God had no deſigne, in the bringing about of theſe 
rpoſes ? Or what elſe may wee gather out of all 
this; but that God is angrie, when we will not per- 
mit him to diſpoſe of his owne Church, his owne 
way, but deviſe to prevent him by our owne wiſ- 
domes ? For which reſpect, I proteft before God, that 
had I beene the ſoreſt enemie that the King had had, 
yet ſhould I thinke that for no other reaſon God had 
ſo many waies fauoured him, than to puniſh vs, who 
by vniuſtifiable practiſes out of an impatient zeale, 
would haue rooted out the Reformed Religion, 
'though erroneous, 

Haply then it may fall out, that if wee alter out 
courſes, God will alſo change his. And as thoſe de- 
lignes of ours, by which wee verily thought to haue 
advanced our Religion, haue hindred it: So God allo 
may turne the ſame meanes which we feared would 
hinder our Religion, to the aduance ment of it. In the 
meane time let vs know thus much; I hat God neuer 
bleſſes thoſe mens courſes, which thinke to anticipate 
him through impatience. Let vs then haue patience 
a while; and when wee thall perceiue the times of 
peace to be fitreſt for our purpoſes , let vs (a Gods 
name) offer the ſame conditions vnto the Hugwenots, 
which they propounded vnto vs before; which was, 
to aſlemble the beſt learned men in both Religions, 
to diſcuſſe friendly the points in controuerſie; to the 
end, that the quiet of the Common- wealth, may goe 
along with that of the Church: which if the Huguc- 
zots (hall accept of, (as I make no doubt but they 
will) I perſwade my ſelſe, that there may be ſuch 2 
courſe 


May wee imagine tha 
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courſe taken in the Conference, that diſcouery may 


be made of many things, which haue beene concea- 
led hitherto from both of vs. Not that I imagine any 
noueltie can be found out in Religion, (God forbid 
that I ſhould euer thinke ſo ) but that the meaner 
queſtions in controuerſie being reconciled, the im- 
pertinent ones omitred, the greater may be inſiſted 
ypon, to be cleared by more euident demonſtra- 
tions. f 

Nor can either partie (conſidering . the points be 
already ſufficiently diſcuſſed) imagine that ſuch a 
conference would be vnproſitable; for although 
there can hardly be found more ſolid Arguments, 
than thoſe wherewith we haue ſerued our ſeſues here- 
tofore ; yet is it one thing to proue, and another thing 
to ſatis fie: now wee muſt not ſo much maintaine a 
fide, to vanquiſh, as to winne thoſe that are in the 
_ And thus much I dare ſay, and I will be able 
to make good againſt any contradition;thar neither 
partie haue in any conference as yet taken that 
courſe, whichthey ought and might haue followed, 
forthe ſatisfaction of the aduerſe partie, and the clea- 
ring of doubts. 

For mine one part, though I be the meaneſt of a 
Million, who haue embroyled themſelues in the diſ- 
putes of the time, yet dare I vndertake to reduce the 
points in controuerſie to ſo ſhort an iſſue, and to ſer 
dow ne ſuch a courſe for the handling thereof, that 
more of the truth ſhall be diſcouered in this one con- 
ſerence, than in all the other diſputes, which haue 
beene ſince Martin Luther firſt oppoſed himſelſe 


againſt the Pope. For both the iſſue ſhall bee ſo 
A drawne, 


The Authors Eile to 
drawne, and the meanes ſo diſpoſed 
ſons of neither Religion ( keepi to 
their owne proper Maximes } (hall be able to teiect 
them. I ſhould be roo impudentto giue ir out, if I 
were not well aſſured of my abilitie tor the perfor- 
mance. But I am acquainted well enough with the 
euaſions of either ſide, I know their fallacies, and [ 
hauealſo the Art to preuent them. , 

But the time ſeemes not to be yer ſo fit, for wee 
muſt haue our Hirits quiet, as well as our State; and 
aboue all, free from that ſame preiudication. For 
if wee Catholikes come to a Diſputation, being con- 
fident before hand, that the Hwgwenors are already 
condemned for Heretikes: And they on the other 
fide, — vnderſtand the Scriptures better than 
S. Auſſin, and that all is cleare on their ſide; to what 

urpoſe ſerues ſuch a Conference? The Prieſts and 
iniſters — ſeeme as confident as they pleaſe, for 
they are our Teachers ; but we ſhould not be ſo te. 
ſolute, for we are but Learners. The end which they 
propoſe, is the Victorie; but the end which we ſeebe 
for, is the Truth. Which it wee haue found, why 
looke we further? But if we beleeue without ſearch· 
ing, we may very well be deceiued. 

be chiefe reaſon then, which induced me to re- 
aſſume my deligne of writing in this point of Mode- 
ration, was 3 that our ſpirits being ſomething pack 
fied, wee might bee the better prepared to a Conſe- 
rence, and in that Conference make diſcouery of the 
Truth; and by diſcovery of the Truth, . eſtabliſh 
a Peace in the Church ot God. But I ſuſpecting mine 


owne inſuthciencie, and fearing withall to beſtow 
wy 


of, that the per- 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Readev. 


my labour in vaine : and on the other ſide, veing 
wondroufly deſirous to ſee an vnion in Religion, 
choſe rather to hazard that paines which I had alrea- 
dy taken, in publiſhing that anſwer which I had 
made before, than to loſe a new. 

Ihe reaſon then why I that am a Cathelike,doe ra- 

ther blame the rigour of ours againſt the Hugwenors, 
than theirs againſt vs(boch parties being faulty much 
alike) is ; becauſe he that would reforme another, 
muſt begin at himſelſe. 
The importunitie and arrogancie of mine Aduer- 
me ſometimes to write not ſo like a Ca- 
tholike, which I doe not purpoſely to conſute the 
Catbelike Religion ; but to fo only, That the errors 
of the Hugueners are not ſo groſſe, as our (ide per- 
ſwades themſelves they are. And knowing alſo that 
no one thing hath more ſuppreſled the Truth, chan 
the meane eſteeme that the one partle hath of the 
others Arguments. Which (God knowes) is meerly 
out of ignorance ; forſomuch as the deeper learned 
any man is, the more difficultie he finds in confuting 
his Aduerſarie. For it is molt certaine,that /gworance 
engenders Yehemencie, and Vehemencie blinds vs from 
diſcouering the Truth. For their ignorance that are 
in the rights, makes thoſe likewiſe the more vehe- 
ment that are in the errour ; and the ignorance of 
thoſe that are in errour, blinds them the more. 

See then the true intent of this my Diſcourſe: 
wherein though I may perchance have vied ſome 
Reaſons, which in too rigorous a ludgement, may 
be eſteemed with the moſt, in fauour of theſe new 
opinions z yet is not my intent, with them to ſeduce 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader. 


any man, or to turne them from the Faith of their 
forefathers, but only co purge their ſpirits from 
iudication vntill further proofe be made. Andif 
proofe be made (without which I conceiue no hope 
of vnion in the Church) I adiure thee (beloued Rea 
der, of whether Religion ſoeuer thou beeſt) to come 
with a ſpirit void of this preiudication : Such a ſpirit 
I wiſhto thee,as I proteſt I my ſelſe haue; and I pray 
God to confirme in all of vs. Ames. 
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1 he Argument of the Booke. 


@f) (21) quit che Huguenors of herefie by ewe Rea 
. The firſt un ſer that the Religion preten- 
Se ded to be Reformed, is not heretical of is 
ſelfe, for that the ſubſtance of the Catholike Faith u re- 
ceived by the Huguenots, and that the Ceremonies which 
they haue reieiſed, were unknawn to the ancient Church, 
of which two points, iz. Doctrine and Ceremonies, all 
Religion is compoſed, The ſecond i, that their Religriow 
hath not beene a yet condemned by any lawfull Tudge- 
went : becauſe that before the Cauncell of Trent, i was 
wot condemned in any Generall Councell, and that the 
Councell of I rent i neither lan full of it ſelfe, nor as yet 
epproued of in France. Ypow which conſideration, albeit 
that the Huguenots had wandred from the tree faith, 
yet ought we not to proceed againſt them, as againſt Here- 
tikes,umtill they haue receined an arreſt of condemnation, 
from a Generall Councell : no more than we can in iuſlice 
put a Malefac tor to death, although he be notoriouſly cul- 
pale, untill he be caſt by the Jury, and hath had bus trial. 
The Author now of the Anſwer to this Apologie in the 
ſecond part of his booke, from the fifth Chapter io the fif- 
tenth, tranailes bard to refute the foreJaid Reaſons : in 
the fifth Chapter, he only propounds his Method; in the 
fixth, he would ſhew, that the Religion of the Hugue- 
nots i quite another from that of the Catholikes ; is the 
ſenenth, that the Ceremonies of the moderne Church of 
Rome were obſerued in the Primitine Church; in the 


te heb thas the Doctrine pretended tobe Reformed, ſtands 
43 condemmed 


= ] = He Catbolike Apologie hath endenoured to ac- 
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and 1 4. he defends the Councell of Tremt ; whereef 45 
11, 12, a 13. are to praue, that the Councell is 40e. 
lutely lem full, and the g. 10, and 14. that it i receined 
in France: after which mygbod 7 will alſo dinide my de. 
fence into theſe fix Chapters. 

1. Inmy firſt, 1 will prone againſt the reaſons of biz 
fixt Chapter, that the Catholikes and Huguenots th 


farre agree in Doctrine, that they are both of one and the 
ſame Faith and Religion. 

2. In my ſecond, unt bis ſenenth Chapter that nei- 
cher the Catholikes, nor the Huguenots, doe accord 
with the Primitiue Church in the matter of Ceremonies; 
. that this reaſon the Huguenots are not to be com 


Tee ainſt his eighth,that before the times 
of t 


Cauncell of Tremt they flood not pablitely and laws 
fully condemned. 
4- In my fourth, againſt his i f. ia. and 13. Chapters 
that the Councel Trent is not lam full. 
5- 1n my fi/th, againſt his ꝙ, io. and 1 4. C hateru thu 
it is not receined in France. 
6. In my fixth and laſt 1 will conclude that the Hugue- 
nots way by good right be ſtill reputed for members of 
the — ——— Koman Churob. 
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Cuaye. I. 
That the ( atholitet and Huguenoti thus farre forth 
| agree in Doctrine, that they are both of the ſame 
Faith and Religion. 


T is moſt cleare, that men of the ſame 
Church and Religion, may differ ne- 
uertheleſſe about ſome opinions in 
Diuinitie. Aten accords not wich 
Hierome, nor Epiphaning with Chry- 
ſoſtome, nor Cyprian with Cornelius, 
nor /renexns wich Vilter, and queſti- 
onlefle one ob them was in the er- 

| rour z yet were they all Doctors, ap- 

proued by the Church, and Saints euery one of them. Euery 

grour dot h not ſeparate a man from the Church, nor ſhould 

we regard ſo much the number, as the qualitie of them. Arrius 

xcorded with the Catholikgs in all points but one; inſomuch 

u the change of a word, yea of one bate letter, would haue 

compounded the controuerliey and yer was he the greateſt d 

Hererike, that euer the Church was croubled wich. Or5gen,on it. 

the other ſide, diſſented in infinite Tenents, from the other 

old Doctors, and was yet neuertheleſſe eſteemed a member of 

the Church. 

| To ſee then, whether the Huguenets be of another Reli- 

$10n chan we, neither their errors, nor their numbers is the 
thing which is ſo much co beregarded, but the nature of them 
— only 
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The firſt Rea- 


lon, 
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only is it: That is to ſay j what Errors are to be reputed for 
Hereſies, and whether theirs be of char nature. 

There be two things which (according to the opinion of 
the Cathelikgs) make Errors to proue Hereſies. The one 
when che Errour is of it ſelſe ſo enormous, that he is at al 
times an Heretike that holds it. So that euen before the Ni 
cene Councell had decided it, Ebios, Paulus Samoſatenut, and 
Arrius ſtood then as Heretikes, for that they denied the etet 
nall Diuinitie of the Sonne of God. 

The ſecond thing which (according to our opinion) make 
an Errour to become an Hereſie, is; when any man maintaing 
an opinion in point of Doctrine, contrary to the Degrees of a 
Generall Councell, So then, the Hereſie lies not ſo much in 
the miſchieuouſneſſe of the opinion, as in the reſiſtance made 
againſt the ordinance of the Church. For example: The 
opinion of S. Cyprian touching Rebaptization, was not Heres 
fie in him, becauſe there was not as then any Decree of Cou- 
cell made againſt it: Bur ſince that (ſay we) this opinion is 
condemned legally, it were flat Hereſie in any other chat 
ſhould hold it. Of this ſecond Species of Herelic, I will in- 
treat in my third Chapter: In this, only of the former : which 
is z Whether the errors of the Hwgweners be in themſelucyſo 
enormous, that they deſtroy the very foundation of Faith, and 
by conſequence keepe them off, from being of the ſame Reli 
gion with vs, | 

Let vs ſee then, how our Autagoniſt takes vpon him to 
proue the contrary, In the firſt place (ſaith he) both parties,@ 
well the Catholihes as their Adwerſaries, repute one another for 
Heretikes, 1 anſwer, that I finde no impoſſibilitie, why tho; 
may not be both deceiued. For two brothers being in cho 
ler, may well renounce one another; and yet they leaue not 
tor all char to continue true brothers alwaies. Cyrs/ and Thee 
doret accuſed one another for Heretiques, a yet neitherot 
them was ſo. So that this reaſon is only drawne from the 
paſſion of men, when Reaſon hath abandoned them. 

But how doth he proue, that che {atholikes repute the Hu- 
guenota tor Hereiikes. The Catholike Church ( ſaith he) Lys - 

the 


PEE TY Ex Dr r ern ne nn 


L WY" TS” —- I x oro 


TS 7 LCLTRS 


The Calalile Modercor. 3 


the (onnell of Trent, condemmed dinerz.of the Lutheran oins- 
aus. anſwer ( according to my firſt diſtinction) that it is one 
thing to returne an opinion for an hexeſie by condemnationy 
and another thing to tepute it ſo, of iti one nature. Now 
vhether or no the Hegau be hereticks by condemnation, 
we will argue ic D in our third, foutt fikb Chap- 
ters. But here we diſpuce only of the nature of their errour z 
wherein his proofs are nothing to his purpoſe, Bur ( faick 
be) At Rome exerte boly Thurſday the Pope pronewnees then 
1x ommunicate, and prohibits all Cathelikes to reads their 
ett. In like manner, the ſame day alſo he excommunicars 
il ſianers 3 of whom hee dares not denie but that many 
xc of che Church; elſe ſhould he himielfe be condemned 
for an hercticke by the Councell of Conflence, which gaue 
lentence againſt /obn Haz. : That the Church conſiſts as well 
Ache bad, 3s of the good. And wherems the —— 
Bookes be prohibited, ſo are alſo the Bookes of Aſachiane!, 
FA whrake Hiyntway hans of 
Let vs next fee the opinion whichthe s 

the Catholike DoRrine. Calvine (ſaith he write that the 
pincipall points of Dottrine in the Church of Renee, are almoſt 
wterly , 4nd the right wſe of the Sacrament; in 
latent corrupted, He — but little explication the words 
themſclucs anſwer bim. Caluus ſaies not, that the Sacraments 
ne vtterly taken away, but the right vic of them, many waies 
eacrupced : Nor, chat the principall points of Religion are 
merly dettroied, but almoſt aboliſhed. A man may be almoſt 
kid, and yer liue. 


Secondly, to proue how their Religion differs from The ſecond 


oduces the concrouerlies of Originall ſinne, Free- 
fication, Merits, and diuers others which he iudges of 
moſt conſequence. It is the greateſt pittie in the world to 
bearc how the molt of the Preachers in both Religions com- 
wonly 6ghr wich their owne ſhadowes, not vnderſtanding 
what it is char their aducrlaric holds z which comes only of 
the ſubtleties of words invenced by the Deuill to diſturbe che 
Peace of the Church. One partic vaderſtanding the word 
A B Iuſtification 
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luſtification in one ſenſe, and another in another z one, Faith 
one way, and another in another ; one, Grace in one faſhion, 
mother after another, and ſo of the reſt : that which we ſay 
being true, in our accept ion of the word, and that which th 
ſay being like wiſe true, as they take it. So, that if the delire 
ot contention were once taken away, we ſhould ſoone finde, 
that che moſt of theſe diſputes here with peoples cares arg 
filled, are onely the ſubtleties of che Schoole, vpon the Ety. 
mologics and Definitions of words only. Whence it came to 
pale, that in the conference at Regenſpurg. the ¶ athoſibes and 
the Proteſtants fell to ſome agreement in the queſtion of Orj. 
ginall ſinne, of Predeſtination, Free-will, and diuers other 
points, which is alſo confeſſed by Biſhop Lindenas one of the 
tarteſt enemies that the Hwugaenots cuer had. Neuerthelefſe 
che Author of this anſwer is ſo ill aduiſed, as to chuſe out 
theſe queſtions principally, to ſne che differences berweene 
them and vs, 

For mine owne part, I will not take open me to reconcile 
the ſaid queſtions, neither know I well ( to conteſſe mine 
owne ignorance freely ) whether it be poſhble to be done ar 
no; only thus much I atſure my ſelfe,that the difference is not 
ſo great as it is judged to be, Nor will I too exactly ſearch out 
the point in controuerſie, becauſe I well hope ſome other 
man may more happily performe it hereafter, Only I vill 
diſcourſe vpon the ſaid queſtions as they are commonly vs 
derſtood by the beſt Doctors in each Religion. In which 
ſenſe I affirme ( for ought chat] haue yet ſeene) that the t 
rors of the FHugwenots are not ſo groſſe, as that yp 
their being members of rhe Catholtke Church. To cleete 
which point, ] will reduce theſe queſtions to theſe foutt 
heads, 1 The Scripture, 2 Inftificarron, 3 Prayer. 4 The 
Sacraments, 

Concerning the Scripture, he chargeth the Hugsenot/onh 
with one error, which is, that they reie the Pookes of 76 
bit, Indith, the Machabees,and the reſt which they call A 


cr5ph4ll, norwithſtanding that they were approucd for Cars 
wcall by the Councell of” A. 2 


Trent, 
| To 
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To which I anſwer: That the Hugzenot: doe not alrogathes 
5 
& 


reiect them, but eſteeme — as of — and 
full of pietie, of greater authority chan an on- 
y chey doe not ſtate them in the ſame — with che — 
book es, which are found written in the holy tongue: And 
this ic ſeemes to me, tliat Belarmine after a fort accords vnto: 70% 1. Contr, i. 
for chat in his djuiſion of the Bookes of the Old Teſtament, * 

he makes two Clailes. In the firſt he rankes the bodkes te- 
ceiued by che Huguenor's: And thoſe which be called Apecry- 
hall, in the ſecond, But what though the opinion of the 
Heguenoti be in this point condemned by the Councell of 
Trent z yet is the Councell of Laodiceacleere on their ſides: 
And ſo are alſo Hwerome,Origen, & Nicholaw Lyra himielte, 
Cudinall Cairtane, and many other pillers of the Rowan 

Church, So that I would faine know, it that this error oſ the 

wenots be ſo enormous, as that for this cauſe they mutt 

neceſſarily be Heretiques z whereforethen did it not as well 

hinder Hierome from being a Saint, and Cardinall (aictaxe 

from being a Catholske ? 

Now vader the title of Iuſtiſication, I c6prehend all the di- 
ferences mentioned in the anſwer, which were determined in Iuftification. 
che lixch Seſſion of che councell of Trent, touching 1. be 
Canſe: 2.The Matter : 3. The Inſtrument : 4 and the Effect. 
our Inftification. By the Source or principallCas»/e,] meane, 

That diſpoſition by which our Nature (as we Catholikes 
ve to ſay ) being both preuented and accompanied by the 
of God, prepares it ſelſe to Tuſtificacion z that is ro ſay, 

o che operation of che Free- will, which remained in man 
aker his Fall, For the compounding of this difference: mans Frec· wil 
Free · will muſt bee conſidered in theſe three eſtates; Before 
theFall of Adam, after che Fall, and in the time ot his re- 
gener ation, after he was againe reſtored. Wherein there is 
contained what ſoeuer is necetlary fora Chriſtian to belecue; 
namely, That man before the Fall of Adam had Free-will 
doch to good and euill; Andthac by his Fall he loſt the liber- 
ne to doe good: And that by Grace in his Regeneration he 
ine recouered it. Thus farre the Casholiles and che Hu- 
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eo); are agreed: The imaginaric coutrouerſie then lies on. 
a in the mmner how this will is enfranctnſed or made fret. 
The He 7 auerring ,. That tis the Grace of God, which 
ſets ic ar11berrie by giuing it ae powers, whereof ic was al 
ether deſtitute before, The Catholibes likewiſe averring, 
that the grace of God hath ſer it at libertie, by looſing rhe 
chaines wherewith it was þeforeſo captiuated, that it could 
not ſer a worke the powers that it had, Seo here then the trus 
difference bet weene them in this point, wherein though the 
Huguenot; may bee deceiued, yet is their errour nothing ſo 
dangerous, as to ouerthrow the foundation of Faith. In the 
diſcuſſing of which point, we are ptincipally to regard two 
things : The Iuſtice of God in puniſhing Adam, linne by 
this captivicie z and his Mercy againe in freeing vs. Now i 
the Hugsrmots be inthe wrong, their errour is onely in wg. 
meiiting the luſtice and Mercie of God, by —_— „Tha 
the freedome of our wills, is not onely bound, but ſlaine (ﬆ 
it were.) Death now is «4 more grieuous puniſhment, thun 
impriſonment, and it is a greater mercie to giue life rothe 
will ; than libertie, But What need che common 
breaketheir braines, about theſe Metaphors of binding and 
killing, which they can neuer comprehend ? Tis 2 
for them to know , that nothing can be done without God 
good grace, and to ſay all with Saint Auften, To doe frech 
EG the Natwre of mun zt ave well, from Grace 1% ts 
doe cuil, from our corrapt Nature. Which ſaying, as it con 
taines the whole doctrine of Free-will, ſo is it conſented ys 
to, as well by the Cathohher as the Hugnencts, 

The ſecond thing which I obſerued in Juſtification, is the 
Matter, that is to ſay, Whether that righteouſneiſe, whichh 
infuſed into vs by Grace, or that of Chriſt imputed vnto n 
by Faith, be it, by vertue whereof we be iuftified before God, 
And this queſtion, though it be all one wich that of [uftifies 
tion, yet our aduerſarie, thereby to multiply the numberd 
his controuerſies, makes two of them, fo deſirous hee i$0f 
contention. Concerning which — the Hegrenot are in 
no error in the ground and ſ of che queſtion, ſo tha 
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though they may be thought to differ neuer ſo much from 
vsinche — they for al chat be very 
Cathotrkes. For example; A tree which hath the Noot, Stocke 
& many Armes of it found, may be a good tree though ſome 
one bough be crazed : But the Carboliher and the Haguenets 
we agreed vpon the Root of the — — is to ſay, That 
there are two things necetſary : That we be firſt quit of aur 
Sinnes, and that wee be next indued with Righteouſneiſe; to 
off our old garmencs, and re- inveſt our ſelues with new, 
1. Vpon the firſt, the Cathalthes and the Hagwzenets are 
znamely, That we are pardoned of our ſinnes, and 
redeemed from hell, meerely by the blood of leſus Chriſt. 
1. Touching the ſecond , both ſides hold alike j That to 
headmicred entrance into heauen, we haue need of Righte- 
ouſnetle, and that th Righteouſneſſe comes from Chrilt. 
Now the Rightequſnetle which is of Chriſt, is either Inhe- 
rac in him, & reputed ours, or Inherent in vs, & proceeding 
om him z being by his grace infuſed into our heartiʒ which 
act the H wgwnencts call Santufication : Finally, the Hugwe- 
wis confelle as well as the Catholthes, that there be indeed 
both cheſe kindes of Righteouſneſſes, onely they differ vpon 
this, whether che Righteouſneiſe Inherent in Chrift and 
wputed to vs, or that Inherent in vs, and proceeding from 
lan, be ir, by vertue whereof wee become iuſtified in the 
hight of God. And what is it to vs, whether another man 
our debes for vs, or gives vs money to pay it our ſelues t 
Lothar (in amanner) they both acknowledge the ielſe ſame 
Root, the ſame Srocke, and the ſame Armes ot this queſtion, 
onely they cannot agree vpon the ſmaller Branches which 
out of theſe Armes Nay more z they both acknow- 
e the ſame Branches too, but they eannor agree, vpon 
which oſ tliem they ſhould rooſt. For the Hugnenor: confeiſe, 
tat whoſocuer are ſaved, are alſo fiſt ſanfified ; that is to 
foy, That they haue that kinde of Righreouſnetle, which the 
carbolibes call Inherent or Secondarie Rig hreouſnette, But 
they ſay , that they dare not build vpon ic, but one- 
vpon that Righteouineſſe / which being inherent in 
B 3 Chriſt, 
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Chr, is by Faich im to them. Seing then, that this 
Righteouineile of Chriſt is by generall conſent acknows 
Jedged to be molt perfect; though there may perhaps bet 
thought to be ſome errour in the Haguener: docttine, yet no 
danger can come of it. Like as when a man laies hold ona 
ſtrong bough, he may very well be deceiued in fearing ano. 
ther may be too weake ; yet without doubt he cannot tall, 6 
long as he embraces t hat which cannot breake. 

Next followes the Inſtrument by which we imbtace tha 
Rightcoutnetle, and that is Faith about che nature wheregf 
the Huguenots ſeeme to him, to hold another error; For tha 
They deny (ſaies he) tbr Grace may be loft, without the lefſ 
of Faith, Which is but a mecre cauill of his, vpon the double 

nification of the word Faith, For if weafhrme, That Faith 
is nothing elſe, but to belecue char God is ſo and ſo, and thy 
he hatch done ſuch and ſuch things, and to be brieſe, that il 
the Chriſtian doctrine is moſt true j the Hagwenors will lay 
(wich Saint Inet That the deuills alſo belecue as much 
and that the deuills haue Faith, though without Grace. $9 
that the Hugwenots miſtake, is noching but in the word, for 
that they teach, That the Faith of that man, which is de uoii 
of Grace and Charitie, merics not the honourable tile of x 
Iuftifying Faith and that ſuch a Faith as this, is but the In- 
ſtrument pnely by which we are iuſtified, which is euer i 
companied with Grace, and followed by good Workes, We 
affirme likewiſe; That a Faith without Charitie, is a Faith 
without Forme; wherefore, ſince the Forme is it, Which gue 
the Being to the thing, ic muſt needs follow z chat a perief 
Faith cam haue no Being, without Charicie, which Tens 
is conſented vnto, both by the Hwguenots and the Catholihg 
themſelues : only we differ in termes: the Hagnenors calling 
Faith without Charitie, an Hiſtoricall or dead Faith and we, 
a Faith without Forme. O my God, hat a pittie it is, to bo 
hold the ſimplicitie of our Chriſtian Faith, thus puzled abou 
theſe quiddities. 

There remaines now the Effects of our Iuſtiſication, Gai 
Workes: By which euen we Catholokgs ſay, That a man i 
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| ſneſſe: That is j of a luſt man, 
being regenerate & in che ſtate of Grace, He may(25 
eur A duerſarie ſaies) fulfill the Law in ſuch a ſort, that he ma 
yr truly and properly merit eternall life. But as for thetul- 
fling ofche Law, ſeeing the Heguenota doe their belt to Pere 
ſorme ic, although they may be thought to erre, in confe 

they cannot doe it, yer hath our Sauiour humſelfe promiſe 
free _ forir,in the Parable of the Sonne, who reſuſed to 
de his fathers will and yet did it. 

To reiurne then to Merits by Workes, the more accurate 
fort of Cat holibes peremptorily deny, that they are at all me- 
morious, vnleſſe they be died in the bloud of Chriſt. And 1 
dre my ſelſe, tliat not one amongſt ten thouſand Cathbolikgs, 
vaderſtands ſufficiently the meaning of this phraſe j Forks: 
hed inthe blowd of Chriſt; but (imply and without other ad- 
dition they will ſay, That they are in good hope to merit 
heaven by their Workes, Sothar (we ſee) there be three ſe- 
grall opinions touching this queſtion, 

The firſt is of the vulgar Cat bholibes, ho are more in num- 
ber a chouſand times, and who (imply affirme j That they are 
indeed able co merit eternall life by their good Workes, 

The ſecond is of the Hagvencts z who ahſolutely deny 
That Good Workes doe merit at all: ovly (ſay they) God 
arof his pure Grace, for the Loue of his Sonne, grants 
them a recompence, 

Thethird is the opinion of the leſuites and the learned 
Catholih-s, who deny, that any kinde of Workes doe of 
themſclues merit, but ſuch only ( as I ſaid) as are dycd in 
the bloud of Chriſt. Which opinion accords much better 
with the Huguenot / docttine, — that of the vulgar. Cunhe. 
A : for a thing died 1s not altered in ſubſtance, as Copper 
tough gilded, yer continues Copper ſtill iche tiuctute and 
thegilding making the thing onely fairer to the eye. And 
bis it with our Work es, which being by na ure corrupt, re- 
mine corrupt ſtill, though died iu the bloud of Chriſt, 
bowbcic that che uncture aud gilding, makes them more 
25 plealing 
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got made Iuſt, but tha being iuſtiſied before, he increaſes in 
he becomes more 
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pleafing vnto Cod, and for che loue which hee beares to 
Chrifts bloud, co be rewarded. And if peraduenture they 
make conſcrence of vſing che word Af-re, let vs hearken to 


ger. t. de m- 5, Bernard : A man c (ſaith he) merit eternal life, by an 
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Prayer. 


good workes whatſoexer. Aud y et | crow, chats, Bernard was 
in this no Hwguenor.For | well know that a Ieſuite with ſome 
near diſtinction, can make him ſpeake like a Carbobke, whats 
ſoeuer hi meaning was, Let vs then but doe the Hagnau 
che like courcelic, and make che ſame diſtinction in the inter · 
pretation of their I cent, as we would doe in cheexplicatiog 
of . Bernard;, and in this point they will proue as good (i 
tholtkes as S. Bernard, or our (clues, 4 

The fourth point is Prayer : to wit, wherher we ougzht u 
muoke the Sainrsor noc. Thediderence bet wixt vs lies in 
two pointz · Firſt, wherher we ought to direct our prayers - 
to chem the ſecond, whether pray tor vs. 

For the firſt this I ſay That the arho/thes themſelues mal 
two extremities : to wit, in che not inuoł ing them, as the Hy 
nets doe and in honouring them too much z which izyy 
ay, in attributing to them that honour, which is due on 
vnto God, which the Schoolemen call Lata Which whois 
euet does, they themſelues hold hum for an Idolater. Now the 
poore people which vnderſtand not the Greeke, not what 
Latria meanes,nor comprehends any other mediocrity, tha 
to adore right downe, or not te adore at allzgoes to it boneþs 
de, and with as much deuotion, adore our Lady and the othe 
Saintes, as they doe God himſelfe. in ſuch ſaſhion, as that ven 
hardly (oven in the iudgement of ¶ atholikęt ) can the Cal 
biker chemaſelues herein auoid Idolatry. 

As for the other extremity, thoſe Catbotiker that maintane 
Inuocation of Saints, teach only thus much: That it is lawiul 
to inuoke them, and not vnlawtull, not to inuoke them. 80 
that there can come no great danger of it, in following the(# 
#helikes doctrine if true, nor in following the 8 

erroneous. The Hege ſay furthermore, that ut 
ought to honour chem j which we may very well doe with 
out invoking them. As a Subiect may well honour his So 
b ucraighe 
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benigne being abſent, though he never preſented any peri 
fon co him in all his life, Ew 
"As for the ſecond point; to wit, wherher they pray for vs 
nor: | affirme that there be Hagneners, that will confelle 
iat they doe ʒ neither doch Calum himſelfedeny it: only he 
lich, that he troubles not himſelfe greatly, co know whether 
they doe or no. But ſhould any of chem denie it j where is the 


wry, and they in Purgatory,for thoſe on earth. And yet not- 
ding confellerh, that Dominicus 4 Soto denieth the 
irt,and S. 7 homas Aquinas the ſecond. Wherefore ſeeing that 
Purgatory is more beneficiall to the Pope than Paradiſe [ 
an percemue no reaſon wherefore the Hwguenet; ſhould rather 
be Heretiques for diſagreeing with the Catbobker about the 
[nerceſſion of the Saints in Heauen, than the ( u holibęs are 
for differing amongſt themſelues about the Interceſſion both 
ache ſoules, and for the ſoules in Purgatory. 

The laft point wherein the Huguenot: are departed from 
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actoning but two, whereas the Councell of Trent hath con- 
tuded it, that there are en. Which obiection of his is but 
tolous ; inſomuch as che difference lies more in the words, 
than in the thing. For taking the word Sacrament properly, 
Aubin ſaith, that there be but two, that is to ſay, Bapr ſme, 
the Euchariſt, Further, it is an ordinarie phraſe amongſt vs 
Catheliberro ſay, That all the Sacraments iiſued out of our Sa- 
gours ſide: whereas there iſſued nothing frõ thence ſaue water 
md bloud, which according as Chryſoftome, Cyril, and other 
Ancients interpret it, repreſent the two Sacraments : that is, 
daptiſme by che water, and the Cup of the Lords Supper, by 
thebloud. To which our Catholike Doctors giue no other an- 
wer than this: T hat the two Sacraments haue ſome kinde of 
Ggniry aboue che reſt j which comes to no more than to ſay, 
that there be two principall Sacraments, and fiue more, intc- 
four to thoſe two. Which is all one with che Hugwenors opi- 
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?Bellarmme that great Maſter of Controuerſi es affirms, Tan. i cab. 
That che ſoules in Heauen, doe pray for the ſoules in Purga. 1319. 


the Roman faith is, touching the Sacraments z wherein the The = 
number, nature, and particular Sacraments are to be conſide- ments and 
ted of, And they firſt miſcount themſelues in the number, "cir number 
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nion, though in divers termes, They ſay that there be hut 
two properly z we ſay that there be but two principally: Wy 
againc, that there be fiue more of an inferiour order; they 
confeile that there may be more, if we meane of Sacramenyy 
in che generall ſigniſication. 

For Caluin yeclds,that Ocder is a Sactament, but not com- 
mon to all men, nor will our ¶ atholikg Doctors ſay other. 
wiſe, Againe, they will conſeſſe wich S. Paul, that Mariage 
is alſo a Sacrament, taking it in that generall ſignificatigg 
wherein che Ancients haue tranſlated the Greeke word, 
Briefely, they will yeeld that there be ſeuen, but not buch 
ſeuen. And in truth there was none of the Ancient Fath 
that euer light vpon this number of ſeuen. So that t 
the Hugnerots cannot ſo euenly iumpe vpon the number, 
ing the Primitiue Church could not doe it; wee may 
chance condemne chem of ignotance in Arithmeticke, bu 
their errout in Theologie cannot be ſo great. 

The difference But he may argue, hat they are miſtaken in the very nawe 
betu nt our ds of the Sacraments z becauſe they deny them to be diſtingui 
craments, and ſhed in force aud vertue, from the Sacraments ofthe old Law 
thoſe of the 5 * J 
abies, or that they confer grace, I anſwer ; That this is a meere ſlay 
der; for the Huguenot; doe diſtinguiſh chem from the Sacrs 

ments of the old Teſtament z and doc affirme, that they det 

alſo confer grace. What would yoygdelire more of them ? By 

not (faith he). ex opere oper. The difference then is not in 

the matter, whether our Sacraments confer more grace, ot an 

of more eſſicacie, than thoſe of the old Lawz but in the mann 

only, by what meanes this grace is conſerted As for the mar- 

ner, we ſhould not me thinks too narrowly ptie into it, as Bel 

Tam. 2. cent. 1. lar mine very ſagely aduiſeth vs, Like as in Chriſt miracly 
. 2. cl. (faith he) the parties that mere heoled needed not to inquirew 
what manner the garment of Chriſt did cure them, it being (uſþ 

cient to them to beleewe onely, that the touch of it wrought the 

cure: iuſt ſo is it not neceſſary (ſaith he) that the Miniſters 

the Receiners of the Sacraments ſhould be curious to know, i 

what manner they become the cauſes of our Inftification, 

The cfkcacie We come next tothe particular Sacraments, whereof het 
F< Baprilue: makes mention but of chreconly ; Thas is ro ay, Bapcifng 
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the Sacrament of the Altar, and Penance, Touching Baptiſme, 
they affirme, ſaich he, That Originall ſinne ſticks: ſo cloſe to man, 
that neither by Baptiſme, nor any other remedie, can it be gotten off. 
Lanſwer : That cucn the Hugwnerets confeile as freely as the Ca- 
_—_ that a man is waſhed from Originall ſinne by Baptiſme, 
ich is enough for a Chriſtian co beletue in this point: ſo that 
the difference les meerely in the nicicie of the word, whether it 
hould rightlieft be called Sinne, or no Sinne = The (atholikes 
holding, that che Sinne is ſo farre remitted, that the concupiſ- 
ence which remaines, _ nor to _ Sinne: The H. 
s affirming, that the remaining Concupaſcence may v 
Ede called — although they — conſent to the 7 the. 
biker, That a man is fo clearely abſolued and diſcharged of it, that 
i is not reputed as 1 Sinne. For which cauſe in no ther ſenſe 
doe they deny the grace receiued in Bapriſme, though they ſtill 
eftceme Poem Hoo nnd altogether, than the Debtor doth his 
Creditours mercie z who confeſſing that he hath received the fa- 
tour of him, to haue his debts forgiuen, doth neuertheleſſe ac- 
knowledge himſelfe his debtor, Which way ſoeuer ir be taken, the 
inner is pardoned, and the debtor diſcharged, and what need haue 
ve to deſire more ? 

He may ſay perchance againe : That the Haguenot i erre not ſo Of Infant dys 
nuch in acknowledging che benefits receiued in Baptiſme, becauſe ing without 
they are not ſo well aware of the danger that followes the want of Bau. 
it! For they affirme (ſaich he) that the Children of Chriſtians may 
be efteemed righteous and haue admit ance into the hing hea- 
ten without Baptiſme, not with t anding that Ieſus Chrift hath ſaid, 
That whoſoener is not borne againe of water and of the Holy Ghoſt, 
le cannot enter into the kingdome of heanen : | anſwer : That the 
Hugnenots affirme not, that euery childe borne of Chriſtian Pa- 
renes dying without Baptiſme is ſaued, but choſe only whom God 
in his eternall counſell hath elected. So that the queſtion is not ſo 
much about B aptiſme, as about Gods election: wherein there can 
be no danger, to confefle our ignorance, referring ſtill Gods one 
decrees to his owne good pleaſure, as the Huguenoti doe. For the 
inftance not in what children are elected, but forbeare to preile 
neo Gods cabinet, and out of that to pronounce, that fuch and 


fach children ſhall be ſaued. 
C2 And 
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nion, though in divers termes. They ſay that there be bus 
two properly z we ſay that there be but two principally ; We 
againe, that there be fiue more of an inferiour order; 
confeile that there may be more, if we meane of Sacraments 
in che generall lignification, 

For Caluin yeclds,that Order is a Sactament, but not com- 
mon to all men, nor will our ¶ athelihę Doctors lay other. 
wiſe, Againe, they will confelle wich S. Paul, that Mariage 
is alſo a Sacrament, taking it in that generall ſignificatiog 
wherein che Ancients haue tranſlated the Greeke word, 
Briefely, they will yeeld chat there be ſeuen, but not buch 
ſeuen. And in truth there was none of the Ancient Father, 
that euer light vpon this number of ſeuen. So that 2 
the Hagucnotſ cannot ſo euenly iumpe vpon the number, 
ing the Primitiue Church could not doe it; wee may 
chance condemne them of ignotance in Arithmet icke, bu 
their errout in Theologie cannot be ſo great. 

The difference But he may argue, hat they are miſtaken in the very nautt 
betu nt out da: of the Sacraments z becauſe they deny them to be diſtingui 
craments, and (0 4 in force and vertue, from the Sacraments ofthe old Lay, 
thoſe of the FF 

Ae or that they confer grace. I anſwer: That this is a meere ſlay 
der; forthe Huguenot; doe diſtinguiſh chem from the Sacrs 
ments of the ld Teſtament z and doe affitme, that they da 
alſo confer grace. What would yoygdelire more of them ? By 
not (faith he) ex opere operato, The difference then is not in 
the mattet, whether our Sacraments confer more grace, or an 
of more eſſicacie, than thoſe of the old Law, but in che manng 
only, by what meanes this grace is conſerted As for the ma- 
ner, we ſhould not me thinks too narrowly pric into it, as A 
Tun. 2. cant. 1. lame very ſagely aduiſeth vs. Lit as in Chriſti miratly 
. . ci. (faith he) the parties that mere heol:d needed not to inquire 
what manner the garment of Chriſt did cure them, it being (uf 
cient to them to beleewe onely, that the touch of it wrought the 
cure: inſt ſo i it not neceſſary (ſaith he) that the Miniſtersy 
the Receiners of the Sacraments ſhould be curious to know, is 

* what manner they become the cauſes of our Iuſtiſicat ion. 
The cfcacie Wie come next tothe particular Sacraments, whereof het 
- of Bapuilac, makes mention but of.chiecanly ; Thas is to ay, dr 
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the Sacrament of the Altar, and Penance, Touching Baptiſme 

affirme, ſaich he, That Original ſinne dene hoſe — 
that neither by Baptiſme, nor any other remedic, cas it be gotten off. 
Lanſwer : That euen wy Hu — — as the Ca- 

es, that a man is from Originall ſinne by Bapti 
— is enough for a Chriſtian to belecue in this * — 
the difference lies meerely in the nicicie of the word, whether it 
fould rightlieft be called Sinne, or no Sinne : The (arholikes 
holding, that the Sinne is ſo farre remitted, that the concupiſ- 
ence which remaines, ought not to be called Sinne: The Hw- 
gueners afhrming, that the remaining Concupaſcence may very 
well be called Sinne, although they herein conſent to the ( atbo- 
biker, That a man is fo clearely abſolued and diſcharged of it, that 
x is not reputed as « Sinne. For which cauſe in no ther ſenſe 
doe they deny the grace receiued in Bapriſme, though they till 
eteeme themſelues linners altogerher, than the Debtor doth his 
Credicours mercie j who confeſſing that he hath received the fa- 
tour of him, to haue his debts forgiven, doth neuertheleſſe ac- 
knowledge hiraſelfe his debtor. Which way ſoeuer it be taken, the 
inner is pardoned, and the debtor diſcharged, and what need haue 
ve to deſire more ? 

He may ſay perchance againe : That the Huguenot; erre not ſo Of Infanrs dys 
noch in acknowledging the benefits receiued in Baptiſme, becauſe ing withour 
they are not ſo well aware of the danger that followesthe want of Buß. 
itt For they affirme (ſaith he) that the Children of Chriſtians may 
be efteemed righteous and haue admit ance into the fing hea- 
ten without Baptiſme, not with ſ t anding that Ieſus Chrift hath ſaid, 

That whoſoener is not borne ag aine of water and of the Hely Gheft, 
brcannot enter into the kingdome of heanen : | anſwer : That the 
Hugnenots affirme not, that euery childe borne of Chriſtian Pa- 

rencs dying without Bapriſme is ſaued, but thoſe only whom God 

in his eternall counſell hath elected. So that the queſtion is not ſo / 
much about Bapciſme, as about Gods election: wherein there can 

de no danger, to conſeſſe our ignorance, referring ſtill Gods one 
decrees to his owne good pleaſure, as the Heguenoti doe. For the 
inftance not in what children are elected, but forbeare to preile 

imo Gods cabinet, and out of that to pronounce, that fuch and 


loch children ſhall be ſaued, 
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And if he replies againe, That the Election of God is neuerde. 
ſtitute of theſe ſecondarie meancs,and that Baptiſme is the meang, 
by which he ſaucs choſe chat are elected z and that it is a moſt mg. 
nifeſt ligne, that thoſe ho are depriued of this N re alſo 
depriucd of that election: I anſwer, That there bee Cat holihes, 
who teach, that a man may bee ſaued without theſe ſecondarig 
meanes S. Damaſcene, F. Brigid, and ſame other Catbolikes dot 


} hold, that che Emperour Iraj aue, ſoule was deliuered out of Hell 


by che praicrs ot S. Gregory, notwithſtanding that he died a Pai 
num, and without Baptiſme. If they then be not Hereriques, tha 
teach che mercy of God to be ſo great, that he ſaued one who had 
linned actually, notwiiſtanding that he died without Faith, and 
withour Baptiſme z why ſhould it be accounced Hereſie, to (ay; 
that he ſometimes ſaues little Innocents, who neuer had more 
chan Originall Sin ? For it is a more extraordinary thing, to draw 
one out of Hell, than to keepe one from going chicher, And wha 
fauour God had ſhewen to one, be may like ile ſne to many. 

As for that text of f. Iaba, Regenerate of water and of the Hah 
Gboſt, it is to (hew, that the ordinary meanes vnto ſaluation, is io 
conioyne the out ward ſigne to the in ward grace, according to . 
Pauli ſaying, That with the heart man belecues unto righteouſner,t 
with the tongue he confeſſes to ſalugtion : which ſhewes thus much 
that ordinarily the outward cõfeſſiõ goes with the inward aftedty 
on: nor can it be inferred out of che former text, That faith can ns 
uct be without che confeſſion of the mouth, no more than it can by 
the ochefFthac Grace cannot be without the waſhing of the body, 


Finding now no great macter in the Hugwenats ” 


worthy about the Baptiſme of Chriſt ; hee deſcen e Ba 
tiſme of /obn : which in the Huguencts opinion diffefÞ nor at all 
from that of Chriſt. To which I anſwer ; That all the Huguend!i 
hold not this opinion: Secondly, that this difference is of no (uch 
great importance, becauſe that = that hold ir, doc it not to des 
rogate from the Baptiſme o Chriſt; for that they eſteeme it not 
Tobns Baptiſme, but Chriſts, adminiſtred by Jobu, before Chriſt 
declaring of himſelfe, as it was by the Apoſtles after wards. Finally, 
all this diſpute is not about Chriſts Baptiſme which the people 
receiue, but about ehe, Which they receiue not; and conſequench 
it matters not much, to vnderſtand the force and efficacic of u, : 
n 
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An the nextplacefollowes che Sucrament of the Altar, which Tranſubſtand 
joy carve ifferences propounded in che anſwer, Which aun. 
be, Grafts preſence in it 40d the Sacuifice of the Maile, pan 
the duſt the Hugaenets are ac corded y te { atbelchss in; the 
thing it ſelte ; that is, That our Saviour is truly preient in the holy 
Sacrament, and that we doe eat his body, and drinke his blood. 
The difference only lies in the manner, how he is preſent, & how 
we eat and drinke him. Which crrour canpot touch the ſounda· 
tan of Faich, for aa much as, according to our Cra Doctors 
opinion, ir was left free for eueric man, by the ſpace of 10 
yecresatrer Chriſis death, to beleeue this prefence of his, in hat 
manner chey thought beſt, prouided that they belecuec it at all, 
hence it is maniteſt, that it is but the Hagyevors ill luck ta liue 
in ſuch a rigorous age of the Cluuch, otherwiſe cheꝝ bould Hot 
for this haue beene heretick es. For diuers of the ancient Fathers 
were iuſected with this errour. Theodorer, yea and Gelaſus too, Theed. Dialog. 
who was alſo Pope, haus wricten in expreſſe words, That cyen a- Cc bb. de 
a che Conſecration of theſe holy Myſtexigs, the very nature and i nal. 
.bſtance of the bread remain Tract is that the Hug 
eur may well be ſhent for reuiuing of this exxour, hen (they fee 
that the Church of Rome, and w bhich is more, the Pope bim(cife 
lach condemned it z neuerthelcile ſeeing that G lau. who was 
likewiſe a Pope, held the verie ſame etrot 5 we Catbolbkes ſhould 
de well to qualific it all we can, fox the repuration.of the Sca 
dpeſtolique, ©. yore NE | 
No for the Sacrifice of the Matle, they both conſeſſe with $%, The Sacrifice 
faul, that there is but one Sacrifice for ſinne, namely, that one. of of the Maſle. 
laus Chriſt vpon the Credle i» ſuch ſort, tha the Catbolikgs3þ 
imme not, that they make any new Oblation, but only repreſen; 
that former one, ſo oftentimes ouer, as they celebrate the E- 
wh,in which Chriſt is contiaually offered vp. But ſot as much as 
& ul teaches, That there ts not only but one Sacrifice, hut alſo Heb. 7.10. 
that leſus Chriſt is but once offered: this Doctrine of qurs had 
need be verie ſubdilly interpreted, which ga man in my iud 
nent could finelicr doe than &. Thomas Aquinas, who ſaut h, Th Themas part... 
this Sacrament is named an /numelation of Chriſt, in two regards, , 
.f. for that (as St. Auſdis (aich ) Signes are called by the names | 
i the things whereof they be Signer: the * for that by _ a 
| 3 o * 


Penance. 
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thic Sarrament,we are made part abers of the death of Iiſiu (tris. 


— pa 
. 1 
i 


ell, let vs ſee then how farrethe Hwugwencrs accord with $*, 


[mas incheferwo manners of che offering vp of Chriſt Ieſus. For the 
Aug. ad Boniſa- firſt, ſeting thatit᷑ is collected out of S*. Auſten, let vs heart him 
cim, Epe. 3. in his one words. He falffies not (faith he) who ſaies that I, 


Chrift is offered vp cuery day, for if the Sacraments had not a 
reſemblance of the thingr whereof they be Sacraments, they conld wn 
be Sacrament; at all; and by reaſon of this reſemblance, they or ding. 
rily tat the namet of the things themſelnes, According to wich 
interpretation the Heguenoti will alſo ſay, that Chriſt is offered y 
in che Sacrament, for as much as che Sacraments haue the name u 
the things which they _ And ſeeing that the Euchariſt (i 
nifies che death of Chriſt, a man may well giue the ſame termety 
che Eucharift, Which he does to his death, And for as much as ke 
was offered yp by his death, the Huguencts wil confelle likewik, 
thatheis alſo offered vp in the Euchariſt , by reaſon (as S. Auf 
faith) of this reſemblance berweene chem, 

Concerning the ſecond reſpect, for which F. Themas faies, tha 
the Eucharift is called the ie of leſus Chrift, chat is, for 
that in the Sacrament we are made partakers of the death of leu 
Chriſt z the Hwgnenets will alſo agree thereunto. For it is ther 
common phraſe of ſpeech to ſay, that in this Supper they are mate 

rtakers of the death and paſſion of leſus Chriſt. Now if ther 

any third way of offering, queſtionleſſe it is no matter of u 

importance; forchat S Thomas was ſo good a Catholike, ai 
fo fubcil aLogician, and aboue all, ſo experienced in the diftinds. 
ons and other ſtratagems of the Schoole, would neuer haue mad: 
mention barely of two manners of offermgs, had there beenewy 
third of any conſequence, 

The laſt Sacrament which he inſtances in, is Penance, wheren 
the Author of the Anſwer obſerues no difference, but only names 
it in that faſhion, chat I cannot ſee what fault he finds ip the H 

off Doctrine. Bur to picke out his meaning, I trow, thi 
the difference lies principally in two points: That is toſay, Wt 
ther this Penance be well called a Sacrament, or not z and ſe 
ly, What be the parts of it. For the firſt point, of the title of 
ment; It is but a wrangling about the word, as I haue ſhewed 
fore, when I diſcourſt of the number of the Sacraments, As tor 
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. Namely, Contrition, Confeſſion, and Su aſaction, if that 
be che Huguenets for not |= war. apy properly parts 

thereof z | anſwer him, That neither doe all Cubolikes hold 

them ſo: For Derandus makes but two parts, Confeſſion and A 

lation, and Scots ſai es, that there is but one, which is eAb/alution, 

But if the queſtion be whether theſe three things bee requiſite 
er not, the Hagaenots will alſo ſay that they are to wit, that it is 
geceſſary for a Penitent to haue Contricion and ſorrow of heazs, 

n conſellſe and acknowledge our fins vnto God, nay, and chat it is 

alſo to conſelle them to the Paſtors of the Church, but 
dot ſo abſolutely neceſlarie : becauſe ( according to the iudgment 
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obſerued. 

Finally, as for Satisfaction, it is to be conſidered either in this 
liſs; or in che life to come in Purgatory, I hat in this life, che Ma- 
ue approuc of, and teach ic to bee moſt neceilary to Salua- 
on, to giue ſatisſaction to men whom we haue any way offended, 
ud in regard of our fins againſt God, to walke in newaclle of lite, 
tbreouer, they conſeſſe that God puniſheth men in chis lite by 
r yea euen thoſe whoſe (ins are pardoned. 


abe in Purgatory aſter death for ſinne : but herein their. exror 


hmay be that it i true, And ſecondly, becauſe that tĩcither can the 
Cabolikes agree vpon it amongſt chemſelues; ſome of chem pla- 
ag Purgatory here vpon earth, others vnder it z ſome neither 
Soue, nor below, but inthe Aire, Some affine, that all the elect 
4 thicher, yea the Apoſtles and Martyrs themſelues : others 
in tl. oſe only, who haue not in this hie given full ſatis faction 
becheir (ins. And forthe fire, ſome would haue it a Materiall fire g 
me, fire and water z others, neither of both. Laſtly, ſome there be 
that teach, t hat the foules are there tormented by Deuils;others,by 
one by neither of both. How then I pray is this queſſiõ 
y co be ſo necellary, about e there is ſo much _— 
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che learned Ct halilęs) this Auriculas Conſefſion was ncuer in- 7x Aeta. ad 
ficuced by God, nor yet of a long time practiſed in the Church 3 4. Tertul de - 
uBeatis A hem, who was himſelfe a Carbalrks, hatch very well . 


Iis true indeed, that hey deny any ſatis faction or puniſhment Purgatcaie. 


anaot be great z brit becauſe S. Auſten puts it down no other wiſe L. Af. de Civ, 
uns a thing probable and not neceſſary, ſaying no more, but, Der 4p. 26. 
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that we neither know ( sI haue ſhewed ) who they bee that got 
thicker, nor where it is, nor by whom they are to bee rormenced, 
nor whar they areto ſuſſer. The difference then berwixt the Ca. 
thelthet and the Hug uenoty, it but this That the Hugwenors be- 
leeue it not at all, and the Catholbet know not what they beleeue. 
Ser here in briefe the Huguenot opinions vpon the points be- 
fore mentioned, by which wee may perceiue their errours not to 
be in the ſubſtance of Faith, and doe not thereſore hinder them 
wn — and Cathobke Religion. For er. 
rour in T — weep if — — Church. 4 
Cyprian was an Anabaptiſt in int of Rebaptixation, and 
2 he a Martyr. S. Hirrome ( as Tad before) held thoſe dodla 
of Scriprure for A pocryphall, which the Councell of Trent hack 
ſince ooneluded to be Canonical, and yer remaines he ſtill Cano 
nized for a Saint, Trrtullian one of the ancient Fathers fell © 
bea Montaniſt: And Origæ alone held as many errours, as al 
the together; yet was he one of the moſt famous Do- 
Qors of the whole Church. And to come neerer to out times; la 
how many queſtions of Diainicie did Scots and Thomas Aqw- 
na differ, the two prime pillars of Schoole-Divinitie ? Mela 
{ann and Bellarmine accuſe Caetane of diuers errours, ho ſot 
all char remaines one of the venerable Colledge of Cardingk 
The Dominican; and Frenciſcens could neuer yet agree about on 
Ladies conception, yer be both of them held for very good G& 
tholiker, So that, as | faid, the Hugwenots may very (ately bee 
counted good Cat holites, ſo long as they hold che foundationd 
Divinity, although they put ſome fewtyles out of order onthe 
roofe of the houſe, and build with hay and ſtraw : vpon conditio 
fill, chat (as S. Pax faith) it be vpon the ſame foundation. Ota 
wiſe we maſt conclude, the Mirtyrs, the Saints, the ancient r 
thers,the Doctors of the Church, the prime Schoolemen, the Cu 
dinals, yea and the Catholikes themſelues, to beno Catholikes. 
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That the Cathelikss e the Hugnenot; doe wet agree with 
' the ancient ( burch in matter of Ceremonies : and that there. 
fore the Huguenot: are not to be condemned. | 


in men we conſider their bodies, and 
their apparellz ſo i the Church like- 
wiſe wee conſider the Doctrine, and 
the Ceremonies. As for the Doctrine 
or bodie of Religion, I have ſhowne 
in the former Chapter, that the Hu- 
guenors haue the braine, the heart,; 
—— liver, and all other the vitall 
hole and ſound : that is, that they yer hold all the pri 

Fl points of faith, and that che maine thing that can — 
whe blamed in chem, is, thas they haue ſome certaine warts 
or ſpors in their skinne z certaine errours | meane, in the cir- 
cumſtances and application of that faith. Now for the appa- 
xl and ceremonie of Religion, I conſeſſethat the Church of 
the Huguenors is not ſo gorgeouſly or richly ſer our, as the 
Church of Rome, and is for the ſame cauſe not ſo well enter- 
ined, and more deſpiſed in the Courts of great Princes and 
Monarchs of the world: which | iudge to be the reaſon why 
the Catholike Apologie endeuoured to excuſe the ſimple and 
mked Ceremonies of the Reformed Church, without any in- 
tent thereby to diſparage the gorgeous and gay attire of the 
Catholike Church ; but to ſhew- onely, That we ſhould not 
ſo meanly eſteeme this ourward ſimplicitie, as to condemne it 
without hearing. Buen as that O would be held too r- 

id and ſeuere, that would hinder a poore man from preſen- 
ung his Petition to the Prince, becauſe he is not clad like a 
Courtier. 

The reaſon for which che A pology doth excuſe them, is, 
for that the ancient Church did ſometimes hererofore content 
herſelfe wich the like ſimplicitie. Now vpon this occaſion the 
Author of the anſwer perſwades ace that he hath got - 
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Thar the 
Church of 
Rome agrees 
not with the 
Primitiue 
Church in 
matter of Ce- 
kemonics. 


I 
Signe of the 
Croſle, 
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ten a great aduantage vpon the Catholike Apologie: Becauſe 
(faith he) he can proue, that diuers of theſe ceremonies which 
the Huguenots doe reiect are very ancient: To which [ anſwer, 
That | willingly accept as much as he grants, that is, that he 
emnot proue that al the ceremonies of the Church of Rome 
be moſt ancient, but only (as he ſaith) divers of them, As for 
choſe diuers which he inſtanceth in, that you may ſee how im. 

ertinent they are, | will make ic appeare in theſe two things; 
Firk, that he doth not proue againſt the Huguenots, that the 
Church of Rome doth agree with the ancient Church in the 
ſelfe · ame ceremonies. Secondly, that admitting that the an. 
cient Church had them in vſe, yet are not the Huguenots to be 
condemned for hauing diſuſed them. 

For the firſt point: my purpoſe is not to condemne the ce- 
remonies of our Mother the holy Church, but ſince that ow 
fide are ſo ſtrait laced, as to hinder our reconciliatien fort 
thing ſo indifferent as theſe ceremonies are; I haue taken the 
boldneſſe to oppoſe them 2 and to ſhew, That the Huguenon 
may eaſily anſwer the argument which he alledges : which | 
write not to iuſtifie them, but with a purpoſe that we ſhould 
not ſo confidently aſſure our (clues, that all is ſo cleare on ow 
ſides. Let vs heare then how the Huguenots may anſwer the 
fifteene Examples which he bringeth. 

The firſt example is the igne of the Croſſe: concerning which, 
the Huguenots will confelle that it hath beene anciently vſch 
but that the vſe of this was brought into the Church, vponi 
particular occaſion, and proper only to that age. For the pr 
gans, amongſt whom the Chriſtians in thoſe Jure conuerſed, 
were wont, when they met with a Chriſtian,to makethe ſi 
of the crolle in deriſion of their Chriſtianitie,for that the God 
whom they worſhipped was hanged vpon a croſſe; ſo that the 
Chriſtians, to ſhewthatchey were not aſhamed of ſuch a death, 
in all their actions would ſtill make the ſigne of the croſſe. But 
now this occaſion being taken away, the Huguenots may like 
wiſe ſay, that it is not necellary to continue the practice no 
more than it is to apply a plaiſter to a wound already healed. 
As for praying tothe Eaft : I never yet knew any m——_— 
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that held ic vnlawfull to pray towards the Eaſt, nor any Catho- 1 
like that thought it valawtull co pray alſo toward other quar+ Praying to- 
ters of che world. What more then is chere to he ſaid berween wards the Eaſt. 
them, but only char it is an indifferent cuſtome, which hath 

not beene alwaies ſo ſtrictly obſerved in all Churches, For So- 

crates ſaith, that in the Church of Antioch, the high Altar was 2. b. f. apl. 
placed cleane contrary ,and towards the Welt. 

As for the inwocation of the Excharift,our aduerſarie affims, 8, 
chat ic appeareth by Saint Baſil, I hat this inmocation was then I nuocatiou of 
and from the Apoſtles time prattiſed, when they ſbewed the Ex- the Euchariſi. 
chariſt, I anſwery that theſe words make nothing againſt the 
enots, for a man may very well vſe inuocation in the - 

tne of che celebration of che Sacrament, and all che while di- 

ret his inuocation to d, and not to the Sacrament. True 

tis, that cherewas a ſpEciall Prayer appointed for that pur- 

poſe, which Saint Bai thought to haue beenea tradition of 

the Apoſtles: But no the Catholikes themſelues doe not any 

longer obſerue that forme of prayer: and it cannot be found 

many antiquitie, what forme of prayer that was, which Saint 

Nil (peakes of, So that if this prayer were an Apoſtolicall 

Tadition, our Church hath had ſmall care in preſeruing it; 

which made me heleeue that We haue ſome things put vpon 

n vnder the title of Apoſtolicall Tradition, which are not ſo. 

For it is ſtill as eaſie to inuent ſome new Tradition, which we 

have not yet receiued, as to forget thoſe which we haue altea- 
dyentertained, For God ordinarily where he takes away the 

memory, ſupplies that deſect with inuention and ſuſticiencie 
aſiudgement. It being very wiſely done, when we haue loſt 

ne Tradition, to put another in the place, thereby to keepe 

the number full ſtill, and entire. 

The fourth example is of [allowing the water in Baptiſme. 4. 

Now che Huguenots will confelle wich Saint Bai, chat the Bleſſing of the 
meer of Baptiſme ought to be bleſſed : Bur this they denie y Water in Bap- 
that this hallowing was ſuch heretofore, as that now in vſe 

with vs, Foras much as they ſay, That water and all other 
creatures are ſanctiſied by God already: and particularly that 
the water of Baptiſme needs no benediction to make it =_ 
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holy z becauſe (as faich Saint Chry/ofowe ) Chtiſt by his gap - 
tiſme hath bleſſed all waters. But if my — will pro- 
ceed furcher to inferre, that the water in Baptiſme 3 of 
neceſſitie to be hallowed in che ſame ſort that it is now Ly, 
that CFuſebius writes, that Conſtantine the Great would haue 
men to baptiſe in Iordan; and yet I neuer heard that all the 
water of lordan was made holy water. 

They will: ſay as much of the conſerration of the Ole, The 


Conſectation word Conſecration at the firſt, fignifying no more than the in. 
and vie of Ole ſiitution of a ſigne to an holy vie. And as for the vie of Oyle, 


in Baptiſme. 
Tertull. lib. de 


like as the ancient Church made vie of it in Baptiſme, lo did 


creme militia. theyalſo of milke and honiez neither of which are any more in 


vſe, no not in the Roman Clurch, Why then ſhould the Hu- 
guenots be blamed more tor che wangot one ceremonie, than 
the Catholikes would be for want other? And this al 
ſerues to diſproue that other example which followes, to wit, 
that the Roman Church agreeth wich the ancient in all thece 
remomies of Baptiſme. ; | 

His next example is of the Faſt in Lent, which Saint F 
eſteemes for an Apoſtolicall tradition. To whichthe H 


* nots will anſwer, that Epiphanius ſaith, That it is an A 

call Tradition alſo to faft vpon Wedneidaies and Fridayes, er 
cept vpon choſe bet wixt Eaſter and Whitſontide: in which 
— 2 c:ra time the ſaid g. Hierome in the very booke quoted by the An- 
Lucif. 


ſwerer, faith, That it is vnlawtull to faft; and yet do the Catho- 
likes faſt notwithſtanding vpon Fridaics in that very time 
Why then arc the Huguenots more to be blamed for diſuling 
the cuſtom of the ancient Church in the obſervation of the for. 
tie daies before Eaſter, than the Catholikes, ſor dillenting frog 
the ſame Church, in the obſeruation of the 30 daies after ? 
Concerning the ſacriſiee for the dead, it appeares by thu 
Liturgie of the Greekes, which is read im che fiſt Tome of Saint 
Chryſoſtemes workes, that chey made mention among che 
dead (for whom they made their oblations) of the Apoſtle 
and Martyrs ; who accordiag to the 1adgerrene of all parries, 
doe goe directly into heauen, and haue no need of any ſuch 
oblation as men offer at this day, for che caling of the ſoules 
deparced 
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d. So as the PA ſay, that ic muſt needs 
blow, that the ſoules of the Saints which are in Paradiſe are 
pen by ſuch oblations, (which none of the wiſer Catho- 
hkes will maintaine) or elſe that the ſaid ſacrifice for the dead 
was no other thing than a Commemoration made in the timeof 
the Celebration of the Euchariſt; and thus much the wiſer ſort 
of Huguenots will not finde fault withall. 
The nexs example is of the Baptiſme of Infants : which the 9. 

Huguenots allow of as well as the Catholikes, Baptiſme of 

As for the mixing of water wich the wine in the Chalice, fan. 
this in che iud gement of the better learned Catholikes, is not a 1 
thing ſo — required. And why then ſhould we blame „ = Pg 
the Huguenots for omitting this ceremonie? In like manner, wine in the 
the better learned among che Huguenors will confetfe that ic Chalice. 

s lawfull: and why then ſhould they blame the Catholikes —_ 
for obſeruing ic? That which is not necetlarie may lawtully 
be am tted, and that obſerued which is lawtall. 

Another example is of perpetaall firgle life; which the Hu» IN 
enots blame not: but they will ſay, that the obſeruation of it Perpetuall Gn- 
u choſe times was voluntary, and not conſtrained;& that men Sl life. 
were neuer compelled to vow it, as appears by the very Can õs 
themſclucs,7he Church (ſaich one Canõ) after thecõſtitut ion of 
the Apeſtlet, added ſome connſell of perfi tom, as this of the ſingle 
ef Prieſts : where we may obſerue 2. things againſt the an- 
ſwerzone is, that ſingle life was ordained by way of counſel, not 
of cõmandment: the other, that ic was ordained ſince the A = 
les times, and could therefore be no tradition of the Apoſtles, 

The next example is ot the ſolitarie gr contemplatiue %; 12 
which the Huguenocs will not abſolutely condemne: but they Soltaty life. 
may well ſay that it hath beene in times paſt, much different 
from this of our Hermites and Anchorits at this day. For they 
which firſt brought in this manner of living, obſerued it onely 
in the time of perſecution, to auoid Idolatry, and all other oc- 
aſions of being cuforced to vnlauſull actions by the tyrants gc Hiller. 
which then ruled: as the Eccleſiaſticall ſtories do teſtiſie in the 4. 41. 
lues of S. Paul and S. Aut homy, the two firſt Hermits. 13. 
Now for the erder of Monke: : the Huguenots will name —_ of 
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the very yeete when each of them was inuented. And what 
though the name of Monks was viſual in che primitiue Church 
yet were they then other manner of Monks, than ours at this 
day, For firſt, they earned their liuings by the ſweat of their 
browes, Secondly, diuers of them were married, as Atrbene. 
uus writes, Finally, the Huguenots will ſay, that there was 
never Monke in the Primitive Church that killed a King z nor 
any Catholike in thoſe times, that would haue approued it. 

There remaines the eletion of meats Which the Hugue- 
nots approue, ſo that it be done wich diſcretion, and not meer- 
ly for conſcience, according to the cuſtome of the ancient 
Church. For the better clearing of this point, wee may (me 
thinks) diſtinguiſh bet weene the difference of meats, and the 
choice of meats. For the Huguenots will ſay, that there is no 
difference of meats in reſpect of Religion; for that it is law- 
full to eat indiffercntly of all ſorts of meats, without maki 
ſcruple of Conſcience z but that men for the taming of their 
fleſh may abftaine from ſuch meats, as they finde to prouoke 
them to concupiſcence :-which kinde of abſtinence becauſe it 
is lefe free to the choiſe of him that ſaſteth, may properly be 
called, Election of meats. For the Apoſtles (ſaith the Eccleſia 
ſticall Story) haue left it to euery mans liberty, to vſe as well in 
their faſts, as on other dayes, ſuch kinds of meats as they beſt 
like of. Whereas the Faſts enioyned by the Church of Rome, 
may rather (will the Huguenots ſay) be called, A preſcription 
of meats, than a free Election: becauſe Election is ſtill vo lun- 
tary, and their abſtinence is conſtrained. 

Finally, concerning Holy-daies, which they callan Apoſto- 
licall Tradition, I ſay,” that che Eecleliaſticall Stories ſhew the 
cleane contrary : For Socrates ſaith in expreſſe words, That 
the Apoſiles ordained nothing cancerning Holy-dates.” Againe, 
they which ſuppoſed them to have beene ordained by the 
Apoſtles, arc enforced at length, to place the obſeruat ion of 
them inthe Claſle of things indifferent. For of all the Feſtiuall 
daics, there was not one of them which hath-becne obſerued 
wich more deuotion than Eaſter day; which notwithſtanding 
the Welterne Church vſed to celebrate vpon by che 
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Faſterne,ypon other daies: the one confirming their cuſtome 
by the tradition of S. Peter and qual. and the other by the tra- 
dition of Philip and John. Which controuerſie, was thus taken 7.15. 
vp betwixt Poiycarpus and Vittor Biſhop of Rome; namely, 
that the obſeruation of it ſhould be left free and indifferent. 
Now the 1 doe not ſimply condemne the obſeruati- 
on of Holy · daies, but only the forcing to the obſeruation of 
them. For in England, Germany, Switzerland, and other Coun- 
tries, here the pretended Reformed Religion is eſtabliſhed, 
they to this day obſerue diuers Saints daies, without reprehen- 
ſion of the Huguenors in France. 
But put che caſe, that the vſe of all the foreſaid Ceremonies That the Hu. 
were ſuch in the ancient Church, as they now are in the Ro- guenots are 
man; yer ſay I, that all theſe examples make nothingto the bet to be bla- 
rpoſe ; For as much as Ceremonies (as I haue ſaid) are bue *** —— 
theapparell, which alters the fafhion euery foor, and are fitted Cen 
to time and place: which our Aduerſary himſelfe confeſſerh, the ancient 
For, knowing that the moſt part of our Ceremonies were vn- Church. 
knowneto the Ancients, he hath no other Anſwer than this, 
which will alſo ſerue to anſwer him againe, viz. That it mat- 
ters not much, whether the Eccleſiaſticall Ceremonies were in 
vſc in the Primitiue Church, or were newly taken vp in theſe 
latter times, Now the Scriptures (will che Hugucnors ſay) de- 
nounce the ſame curſe againſt thoſe which adde, as againſt 
thoſe which take away : 7 if it be lawfull for the Romane 
Church to adde any thing tothe ancient@eremonies, it is as 
lawfull for them alſo to < > away, eſpeciafly thoſe which haue 
becne added, * 
Secondly, the Church is called Primitiue, either in regatd 
of it ſelfe; becauſe it is truly ancient; or in reſpect of the mo- 
derne Church of Rome, as it is more ancient in its ſelfe. If we 
ſpeake now of the Church, as it is ancient in it ſelfe; the Hu- 
guenots will ſay, that there is no reſemblance betwixt the Ce- 
remonies of the ancient Church, and choſe of the moderne. 
But if wee ſpeake of that wich is more ancient than ours, 5 
m which only our Aduerſaries Arguments are drawne) 


will ſay, chat ( beſides all this, that the moſt patt of our 
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Ceremonies are different) yet at that time alſo were there roy 
too many i the Church; inggo much as Saint Auge ſtine in his 
time complained excecdingly of the multitude of them. 

Fin ally, as che ancient Church had ſame Ceremonies, which 
the Huguenots haue not; ſo had it likewiſe others, which the 
Church of Rome hath not; as Milke and Honey in Baptiſme, 
and the faſhion of plunging the Infant thrice co the bottome: 
which haue beene abrogated (as Saint Thema faith) to auoid 
che calumnies of the Sabellians; who for this cuſtome repro. 
ched the Chriſtians, that they worlkipped chree Gods. From 
whence we may collect, how indifferent things theſe Ceres 
monies are, ſo long as they are not abuſed ; and on the other 
fide, how lawfull it is, yea, and how neceſſary, to take away 
the vſe of them, for preuencing of an inconuemience. So that 
we may ſay thus much in che Huguenots behalfe; that they 
doe not in this point ſwarue ſo much from the practice of the 
ancient Church, ſeeing they doe not condemne thoſe divers 
Ceremonies which were practiſed anciently ; notwithſtan- 
ding, that they doe now forbeare them, eſpecially when they 
haue obſerued them to change into ſo much ſuperttition, as 
that our better learned Catholikes doe euen laugh at che 
poore people, whom they themſelues haue abuſed. 
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CHAP. 3. 


That the dofirine of — grenotſ bath not beene condemned by 
any lawfull Indgement, before the Conncell of Trent, 


a> leben have I ſpoken of the Huguenots Reli- 

ion, 2s it is in it ſelfe, as well in Doctrine, a 
in Ceremonies, viz, That Ceremonies be 
S chings indifferent; And as for their errors in 
RR dofrine , that they be not in the foundation 
ot tauth. So that they, not being Heretikes, in reſpect of the 
wickedneſſe of their opinions; let vs notrauerſe the Indite- 
ment, to finde whether they be ſo by condemnation. Now 


our Aduerſarie to conuict them, produces the Decrees of di- 
uen 
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vert Councels : to which, before | make anſwer, I will pro- 
poſe chele 4. Conlideracions. 
The firſt is this: Wherher a g 
may erreornet in the ſubſtance of fai 
vp of men, in whoſeceſtimony (as ſaith Saint eAngoftine ) 
there is ſo little certainty, his words be theſe : £4 man 
lrene the Scriptures, without doubting ; but for any other 
either 10 beleane them, or not 10beleene them, 80 
e, to be of ani certainty 
guen to the Scriptures : which if it be true, then all che patla- 
ges which are drawne from the authority of Councels, are 
thus farre forth onely of weight, as they can be made good 
by the Scriptures. Neuercheleile, thus being the common an- 
ſw er of the Huguenors : I will make no further vie of itz but 
like a true Catholike, confelle this to bean infallible Maxime; 
That a lawfull and generall Comncell, cannot erre in the ſubſtance 


mics, it u 
is this pri 


of faith, 


The ſecond is: Whether if ſuch a generall Councell may 
tre, though not in the ſubſtance of fai 
iuinity of leſſe con 
in theſe, then, ſecing (as I haue 
errors be not in the ſubſtance of faith, that it followes here- 
ypon, That the Councels may erreincheir definitive deciſi- 
ons of choſe Controuerſies which are berwixt the Huguenors 
and ys, being onely points of leiſer conſequence. Whereupon 
it followes, T hat this ſecond ſort of here 
merary, and their errors not being hereſies in their one na- 
ture, cannot be made hereſies by bare cogdemnation. For the 
reaſon why hee is counted an Hcretike, ho reſiſts the De- 
crees of a Councell,is;for that in doing ſo, he reſiſta che Iudge - 
ment of the Holy Ghoſt, which doth fill, and infallibly, ac- 
company the Councell. But now, if the Holy Ghoſt be no 
further forth promiſed to aſſiſt the Councell, then when c 
treaterh of things neceſſary to ſaluationʒ I hen they, who hold 
to the Councell in other things, 
not herein reſiſt the iudgement of the Holy Ghoſt, and by 


conſequence are no — Stapletom, 


ints of 


ſome Tenets 


enerall and lawfull Councell, C 
ing that it is made 
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Controuerſies at Doway, and one of the moſt learned Ca 
hiker of our times, who hath written moſt accurately of this 
; holds; That the holy Ghoſt is onely promiſed to 
aſliſt the Councels in neceſſary things, and that im other 
things they may erre. And Anaraα,jGuũhimſelſe, who de. 
fends the Councell of Ty ent, in the very ſame Booke wherein 
he does defend it as generall, lawfull. and ſound in the mar. 
ter of Faich; condemnesthe Tranſlation of the Bible, 
as corrupted , although che faid Councell had authorized it 
for authentic#!l ; 1o lutle did hee truſt to the iudgement of 
Councels, in things which were beſide the eſſence of Faith, 

But admitting thus much; That a }awtull Councell cannot 
erre at all, yet is there ſtill a third difficulty; wa, Whether 
theſe: Councels which hee produceth againſt the Ha acm 
be lawfull : which cuen a ( arhobke may ſafely deny ; for u 
much as there be divers nillities to be found in them, and 
namely in their manner of proceeding, which are no where 
found in the ancient Councehs , as J will ſhew in the nent 
Chapter, when I treat of the Counceli of Tem. Now, the 
Hmagnenets will be very well content to bee tryed by the An- 
cient Councels, held in the firſt 600. yeeres of Chriſt ; name- 
ly, vntill ſuch time as the Pope (as they ſay) having gotten ſo 
abſolute a Monarchy in the Church, tooke away the liberty 
of Councels, and ſubiect ed the ſuffrages of the other Bi 
to give with him: now all the Councels alleaged by our Ad- 
uerfaric, are lince that time. 

There remaines a fourth difficulty, namely, Whether the 
Huguerot . haue been iuſtly condemned by the latter Coun- 
cels. Now vpon theſe foure conſiderations, a man may per- 
ce iue how frivolous his brags are of the Councels;foratmuch 
as he is able to conclude nothing, vnleſſe he hath leaue gran- 
ted him before hand to adde what authority to the Councels 
he pleaſeth z to make what Councels lawful) hee liſteth, and 


to force thg Councels to ſpeake hat hee would haue them: 


The moſt innocent man in the World might bee conuicted 

by ſueh proofes, if a man would beleeue without furt her ex- 

amination, Whatſocuer cucry witneiſe ſhall bring againſt — 
| an 
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che witneſſes ar bis one pleaſure, and alſo to iudge of their 


- Butcorerurneto our c. Let vs ſee next, whether the 
| Hege ſtand lawfully condemned by chofe Councels 
| which hee produceth, or not, The Cabal Apology de- 
| gies it; whereby (in my conceit) hee ſhewes a great deale of 
zeale to the Roma Religion. For, conſidering what a world 
of people are infected wich the Hugucuot / me, by reaſon 
N chat it is not yet condemned by any law full forme of procee- 
ding ; he endeuours to perſwade with the ¶ atholibet, to cauſe 
s lawfull Councell to be called to confure them, to the end, 
that the Hu might bee ſacisfied by being ſhewed their 
errors, bee left without excuſe for teiecting the doctrine 
of the Church of Rowe, Hut obſeruing that there bee many 
ſeditious ¶ ar boliter ( who rather thirſt to kill their bodies, 
then to ſaue their ſoules) doe hinder ſo holy a deſigne, vnder 
colour, that they be already condemned by other Councels: 
The Ca/bokke Apology doch very well herein, to aduiſe them 
not to deſiſt for all this, but to purſue ſo good an enterpriſe; 
for as much as the former Decrees, by which the Hugaenoti 
| ſtand condemned, axe not of ſuch authority, but that they 
| may appeale from them to an higher power. So that we muſt 
| ſue out another Proceſſe againſt them, to get ſuch a Iudgemer 
| u they themſelues ſhall neuer be able to except againſt. Now 
our Aduerſary anſwers , that there is no neede to take this 
| courſe, affirming, that they bee indeed caſt already by ſuch a 
riudgement which he proues by two reaſons. One is, that 
R the Doctrine gf the Romane Church hath beene publikely 
) confirmed b erall Councels, beſort that of Trex, The 
ſecond is, that the Haguenot : Religion is the ſame with that 
of ancient Heretikes, which hath beene heretofore con- 
demned. 

For the firſt, The chiefe Controuerſie is (faich hee) about Tranſubſtas- 
the Sacrament of the Lords Supper; which is not onely de- en 
termined by the Councell of Trent, but alſo by ten moſt anci- | 
ent Councels of the Church To makegood which _— 
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he citet the Councell of UVerceles, Tus, Vienna, Conflanee, 
Florence : and of five others, celebrated at Ronve; the chieſe of 
which, was that of Lateren, vnder Innocent the third. And 


theſe be the tenne Councels which our Aduerſary Ryles the 
moſt ancient Councels of the Church. . Certainly, then was 
the Church a long time without Councels, for the ancienteſt 
of theſe was 1000 yeeres after the Apoſtles times. But perad- 
uenture he meanes it onely of the Church of Rome, as it is dif 


ferent in doctrine from the ancient Church;which is as much 


to ſay, As theſe Councels are the moſt ancient of this (Ro- 
mane) Church, which not long before the celebrating of 
theſe Councels, became a new Church, and quite contrary 
to the former. And in this ſenſe, hee doth not account theſe 
Councels as ſimply ancient, but the moſt ancient onely of 
that Church, which is not ancieny. I can but wonder how he 
comes ſo ill aduiſed, as to giue this aduantageto the Hague. 
nots, as ro conclude vpon him out of his one premiſes ; That 
eur holy mot her Church of Rome, is a new Church : and ſo giues 
hint to the vulgar to diſcouer by his one confeſſion, that it 
is ſo indeed. Which inconuenience, the Author of the Ca- 
tholike Apology was better aware off to prevent it, ſor know - 
ing very well, that we are not able to make good the doctrine 
of the Romane Church by the ancient Councels, he aduiſeth 
rather that wee ſhould labour the calling of a new one; leſt 


that by vrging the other, which indeed be not ancient, the 


common people might come by this meanes to ſuſpect that 
our doctrine is new. 

But corerurneto the ſaid Councels : beſides this, that they 
are all new, there be alſo ſeuen of the tenne v were neuer 
receiued for generall, by the moſt learned ders of the 
Romane Religion; and by the opinion therefore of choſe 
very Catholikes, they may erre, and by conſequence it will 
be lawfull to appeale from them to a generall Councell. Iuſt 
as the opinion 45 S. Oprias about Rebaptization, being con- 
demned at Rome in a particular Councell, by Pope Cornelius, 
and the ſencenceratified by Pope Srepban ; yet did S. Cyprias 
neuertheleſſe continue in his former opinion, accuſing _ 

t 
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the Popes and the Councels of errour z which certainely hee 
would not have done, had hee eſteemed the authority of a 
particular councell, without a whereby it appeares, 
that of thoſe ten Countels which hee vrgeth, chere be but 
three, namely, that of Lateran, of Dimna, and of Florence, 
which be eſteemed generall, euen by the Catholikes them- 
ſelues: and ſo by conſequence onely three, which haue power 
definitively to determine, and not to be ſubiect to an appeale 
o be made from them. : 

As for the Decree of that Conncell of Lateren, wee ought Councell of la- 
not to thinke it ſtrange, that the Hugnencrs except againſt it, n. 
ſeeing that the ſaid Councell , in the judgement euen of the 
Catholikes themſelues, might erre, in the ſentence giuen a- 

mſt them; for Scorms ſaith of Tranſabfhantiation, That it is 

— opinion probable; now, an opinion probable, is not 
neceſſary z and in determining vpon a Doctrine which is not 
neceſſary,Strapleton ſaith : That a generall Councell may erre: 
whereby it appeares, that in the Doctrine of Tranſabſtantiars- 
a the Decree of the Conncell aforeſaid, was not certain, Can 
wee imagine then that the Hugnenor: will ſtand to ſuch a De- 
are, which the Caubolibes themſelues confeſſe to be ſubiect 
to errour. 

As for the Councell of Diem, this errour (faith hee) is Councell of 
condemned in it, which is: That wee owght not to doe any bonowr em. 
wrenerence to the boly Euchariſt; which, as euery man knowes 
the errour of Calzin, and of all the Sacramentarics, I an- 
fwer : That our Aduerſary, and ſuch as hee, doe much injure 
the Church of Rem, in giuing the Huguenot occaſion to re- 
proach the Cathobikey, as ro twit them, that they be lyers and 
lunderers. For they of the Religion doe not affirme (as hee 
would make them) that we ought not to give any hononr or 
reverence to the Euchariſt: but that wee ſhould not adore it 
uthe Catholikes doe. 

The laſt Councell is that of Florence; the authority where- Councell of 
ai, the Hwgwenets may well except againſt, for that it diſſents Fiarence. 
om other Councels. For the Councels of Bafi/ and Con- 
faxce, boch whuch our Aduerſary tank es here amongſt the ge- 
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nerall Councels, haue adiudged it, That the anthorit ir of 4 
(ouncell i abowe the Pepe, whereas the Councell of Florence, 
makes the Pope aboue the Councell. Which ſentence is not 
onely (as I chinke) contrary to the Councell of Baſil and 
Conftance, but contradictory alſo to the iudgement of all the 
Diuines in Paris at that time. So that if the Hwgwenors doe 
ill in diſſenting from the Councell of Florence, they doe it by 
the — Catholike Diuines and of other Councely, 
yea of thoſe which are Generall, by the iudgment euen of our 
Aduerſary himſelfe. | 

The ſecond doctrine which ke inſtances in, is that of Free. 
vil; for denying of which, the Manichees and other Here. 
tikes ſtand condemned by 8. Auguftme,$. Hicrome, 8. Les. &c. 
Now I anſwer: That the Huguenots deny it not in the ſame 
manner that choſe Heretikes did, as is to be well ſeene inthe 
doctrine of the Manichees : who made two neceſſary Princi- 
ples ; the one of Good, and the other of Euill ; and as abſo- 
lutely denied Freewill, as well of doing ill, as of doing good, 
But when he can ſhew, that the Huguenors hold any ſuch o- 
pinion, his examples will ſerue ro ſome purpoſe. 

Further, he confirmes the ſaid opinion by foure other 
Conncels, viz: by a particular one held in France, and by 
thoſe of Anraxches, Jeu, and Conftance, I anſwer ; that x 
were but an eaſie matter ſo to interpret the ſaid Councel, u 
that the Huguenors need not refuſe them in this point a 
Freewill, But for breuities ſake, I will not ſtand to examine 
them, becauſe that three of them be particular, and for that 
reſpect may erre(as I haue ſhewn before) and may be appes- 
led -fr6: and for the fourth, which is that of ( vt ance, though 
it be called generall by our Aduerſarie, yet Bellarmane never- 
chelelle receiues but 18 Councels for generall and lawfall 
of which ranke this of ¶ vnſtance is none. | 

The third heriſie that he ſpeakes of is, That the Hugue 
nots hold, that little Children dying without Baptiſime, doe 
not periſh : which that they doe, is plaine enough (faith hee) 
And how? namely, by ſo many teſtimonies of Scripture, by 


ſo many Decrees of auncient Councels, by ſo — reſo⸗ 
utions 
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lutions of holy Fathers: And yet does hee alleadge but two 
onely out of 8. Auſten, who indeed as he was of this 
opini6, That Children could not be ſaued without Bapriſmez 
o held he likewiſe, 7 bat they contd not be ſaued without the Cu- 
charift. Which opinion of his, euen our { uboalites themſelues 
doe condemne, Why then ſhould che Hagnencrs be Here- 
tikes rather for di(ſenting from Saint — in one Sacra- 
ment, then the Catbolikes are for dilallowing his iudgement in 
the other ? 

The fourth point is, the Worſaipping of Images: which was Worſhippiag 
confirmed by the ſecond Councel of Nice, vnto which I may of lmages. 
well oppoſe the Councell of Fre kford,celebrated ſince that 
of Nice, which both contemned and condemned the autho- 
ricy of that Councell, and the Decrees of it, Neither does it 
make any thing for our Aduerſary, to ſay, that theſe teſtimo- 
nies are of weight enough amongſt Catholibes, for there were 
none in the Councell of Franchkford bur Catbolikes, and the 
Popes Legates themſelues, which aſſiſted ac it. Obſerue then 
ill the Councels which our Aduerſary hath rake together a- 
ginſt the Huguenors: All of which, excepting thoſe three 
of Lateran, Vienna, Florence, and this laſt of Nice, are parti- 
cular, and ſo by conſequence, their Decrees may be anulled 
and reuerſed. Further of theſe foure, which by ſome are ac- 
counted generall ; the firſt (that of Lateren | meane) was by 
the ſentence of Scormm and Stapleton (two grand Catholikes) 
ſubiect vnto error. The words he vrgeth out of the ſecond, 

(wiz. that of Vienna) are nothing to che purpoſe. The iudge- 
ment of the third (which is that of Florence) is contrary to 
the Decrees of the Councels of Baſile and Conftence, The 
hf of Nice was condemned by that of Franchford : where- 
fore then ſhould the Hagnensrs giue way to the authority of 
ſuch Councels, from whom the Catholikes themſelues, yea 
Councels alſo of Catholikes themſelues, doe diſagree, how 
an wee hope then to convert them by ſuch proofes? let vs 
all a new one then; let vs giue indifferent audience to 
their Miniſters, let vs refute their Arguments to their very 
kees , elſe ſhall wee neuer recall the Hageners, that are 
gone 
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into the right way. 


aſtray 

Serbe ſecond reaſon, y our Aduerſarie confutes the 
Huguenots, is ; Becauſe they agree in doctrine with the anci. 
ent Heretikes, viz. the Arrians, who (as Saint Auguſtine te- 
with that of the ſtihes) reiected, 1. Prayers for the dead: 2. The ſet times of 
ancient Here- Faſting : 3. The difference berwixt the Biſhop and the ordi- 
nary Prieſt: And 4. with /oninian and Uigilantins,in the point 
of Continency and Virginity. 5. Merics and rewards of 
Saints: 6. The Adoration of Reliques : 7. The Inuocation 
of Saints: $. The Election of Meates. I anſwer. Firſt, That 
euen as a good Catholi may erte, ſo may an Heretik alſo 
ſpeake truth. Samt Cyprias and Ticomins the Donatiſt, hauing 

iuerſly interpreted a place of the holy Scriptures, Saint 4 
guſtine reiects Saint * expolition, and allowes that ui 
Ticonis, So that it is — barely to ſhew that an He- 


rerike hath maintained ſuch and ſuch an opinion, vnleſſe het 


e withall, that the ſaid opinion is hereticall. Secondly, [ 


— in the former Chapter, that the vſe of thing i- 
different, might be la wfull in the ancient Church, and yet vis 
lawfull in this of ours : ſo that the Hagaencrs may iuſily blame 
theſelfe-ſame things which the ſaid Heretikes did vniuſtl 
except againſt, vntill we can proue, not onely the things tobe 
the ſame ; but alſo make it appeare, that there is not nows 
— abuſe, in the ſame things, then there was then. Asfor 
the opinions following, — will affirme, that ne- 
ther did the Fathers hold them in the ſame manner that the 
Catboliker now doe nor that the Heretikes tooke the ſame ei- 
ceptions to them, that the Huguensts now doe : as wee may 
we by the exceptions following. 

Firſt, as for Prayer for the Dead, the Hugwenetr will affirms, 
That the Church in the beginning, celebrated my a Com 
memoration of the dead, wherein (as I ſhewed in the former 


Chapter, they made mention likewiſc of the A poſtles, and 


thoſe that be already gone to Heauen, Now this Commemo- 
ration (will the Hwgwenors ſay) brought forth Prayer for the 
dead, this Prayer brought forth Purgatory ; Purgatory, Pay» 
dons ; and Pardens haue brought in pence n 
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coffers. Now will they ſay further ( that fo long as theſe 
abaſes were not in the Church, if any man had found fault 
with this cuſtome, of Commemoration, he ſhould but hane 
ſhewed himſelfe to be of a quarrelſome ſpirit, yea, they will 
further ſay ; that petty abuſes, eſpecially ſuch as beare a ſhew 
of Charitic, might ſome hat be winked at, as Prayer for the 
Dead, had : which cuſtome ſerued then alſo to ſtirre vp in the 
Pagans, a better eſteeme of the Chriſtian faith: but this occa· 
being now ceaſed, and the abuſes remaining ſo great , as 
ey affirme them to be; tis now no time to winke at them 
my longer, nor is there any other meanes left vs, to reforme 
them, then to take away the firſt occaſion whence they pro- 
,thogh in themſelues they be of no great conſequence. 
chat if ye will ſhew wherein the Huguenors reſemble the 
ancient Heretiks, in taking exceptions vnto prayer for 
dead, we mult ſhew withall ; how that the ancient Church 
the ſame chaffering for Pardons and Indulgences, for 
the deliuering of ſoules out of Purgatorie, that the Church of 
Rome at this day doth. Otherwiſe, the abuſe being not the 
the things deſerue not blame, and they that finde 
t wich them are not alike 8 
Touching ſer faſting dayes, I am heartily ſorry, that he, in 
ſing out, the Huguenors doe herein itate the ancient _ 2 
eilkes, giues them advantage to revenge theraſelues vpon 4 — 
dtoproue the cleane contrary namely, that it is we that 
v the ancient Heretikes : for Euſebius ſayth, That it was Bus. 5. 10. 
Mont ann the Heretibe, who firſt ſet dow ne the Rule for Fa- 
, ſecing that before that, theſe ſet faſting dayes were not 
dained with any intention to bind the Conſciences,but for 
ſake onely. Surely then he was not in the right,who- 
found fault with them, ſ there was at firit no ſu- 
tion in chem. But ſince that ( ſay the Huguenors ) the 
c{licion is come to that height, that the very day, only be- 
cauſe it is ſuch, or ſuch a Saints Eue, is eſteemed much holier 
then other dayes. So then, this order hauing occalioned ſu- 
perſticion, to avoid this ſuperſtition, wee may diſpoſe other= 
wiſe of that order. g 2 
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and the ordinary Pri the Huguenot will ſay,that at 

they were both equall: but that ſince then, ſome — 
them haue beene promuted to dignitie aboue the t at 
kſt One is become Monarch ouer themall. Now (vill the 
Huguenots conſeſle)that beſore this vniuerſall Monarchy of 
— ar" not the like reaſon to blame the diſtin i. 
on of degrecs in Paſtors, which in it iclfe wastolerable, and 
not akogether vnptoſtable i But they will ay hall, that it 
is moſt maniſeſt, how that the Fathers never Held this diſtin» 
ction to haue beene inſtituted by God, but onely to be a po- 


Comment in cep. ſitiue ot dinance of men, to preſerue ( as Saint /erome ſaith) 
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the vnitie of the Church. A Prieſt ( ſaith he) is the ſame with 
8 Biſhop, but it was aſterwardes ordained throughout the 
world, that one ſhould be made choice of aboue ths re(t, for 
the auoiding of Schiſme. Howbeit he conſeſſeth that Biſhops 
are ſuperior to Prieſts, by Cuſtome racher, then by divine 
Ordination. 


The fourth point wherein he ſaith that the doe 
imitate the ancient Heretikes,is and i. 
7 5 which is but a meere calumny : ſor the Mugucnots ak 

not with Lewinian, T hat mariage is ſimply equall to Vir 
giaicie z but onely in ſuch a ſenſe as Saint Awgufwe [peakes 
it, who (ayes, that he dates not the virginity of Saim 
John, before the marriage of Abrahew. Not with Vi, 


that it is vnlawfull to make a Prieſt, vnleſſe he were firſt mark 


ed : burwith thatboly man Paphaweine, that it is lawfull fora 
Prieſt to be maried. 

Touching the Merits andreward: of the Saints, I cannottel 
what he would ſay: for if he meanes by it, That the Saints re- 
ceiue a recompence of their good workes,the Huguenot: will 
agree to it : but if he meanes.t of workes of ſupererrogation, laid 
vp (as they ſay) in the treaſury of the Church, and applied by 
the Popes Indulgeners vnto the ſoules. of other men ; the 
Catholikes will lay, that the Church liued in the fame igno- 
rance for the firſt thouſand yeares, that the Huguenors now 


doe or it is not long ſince that for the benefit and adyance- 
ment 
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— LY God hiſt revealed this creaſure, which had 
Len ue lo long and che moſt gunefll commodry of Ia 


who wroce againſt for taking exception to the Re · 
— — 4 or che ſame booke againſt Yigiler- 


, alley ofthe Eues of Saints: howbcit for — are 


commirted in che night of the ſaid E —— —— 
Pigile,che Carholikes theraſclues haue 
now faſt oncly vpon the Eues, although ——_ e tall 
retaine the names of Eues. So then Tue Bengal wie 


—— — Fherome,as wel as the 
— — xs were — —— 
de blame worthy — not at another. $o 
— contin whecher the Huguenots agree wich 
in the taking exception to Reli el — 

there bee not now more abuſe in the of chem, 
then in Saint Hyeromes time. * H — not now 
rr that I haue heard 


Huguenots ſay, That 12 could bee certaine that 
had any ancient monument of our Saviuor, or of his A- 
they would make very precious eſtoeme of them: and 
more, then of any antique medal} or ocher — — 
the old — By greater reaſon chen doc they 
F they do not invoke them being dead, 
brcha (oy they) themſelues forbad it whilſt chey lived. So 
thatif wo will proue the Huguenots to be enemics to the ho- 
nour of the Apoſtles, wee muſt proue out of their writings, 
de invocated. Elſe wil the Hugue- 
notes tell v they haue the Saints in more honour then 
the Enka in chat they haue ſuch a care to obſerue their 
precepts now after their deaths: It being evident, That that 
child who is moſt carefull to perſorme his laſt will and teſta- 
ment, loues his deceaſed facher beſt, then if hee ſhould onely 
his picture by him. 
he eight and laſt opinion of the ancient Heretikes, is, 


the . Tat. Whercunto the Huguenors will yu the 
F 2 ſame 


was for 8 ſay chat even che ſame Saint raus 6. y 
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ſame anſwer as to the ſormer obiections: viz.that it wasyn. 
lawfulin thoſe times to find fault with the election of meaty, 
and yet lawfull to condemneit now. The reaſon is, for that 
it was then an order onely, without cnforcing of the conſci- 
ence to obſerue it, | 
And if any man reply, That they now in the Church doe 

bat the ſame, and that it is onely the meaner ſort of 

that account one meat holier then another: and that the bet 
ter learned Cathohkes hold, that the lin ot eating fleſh vpon 
dayes whereon it is forbidden, is onely in regard of the ordi- 
nance, and not in regard of the nature of the mears : Whence 
comes it then that Brandi that great deſender of the cere« 
monies of our Church, makes vſe of this reaſon;toconfirme 
abilnence from eating of fleſhy namely, That fiſh' is a motę 
holy meat: for that in the time of Noahs flood, God curſed the 
earth, and the creatures that it brought forth, but not the 
waters. 

See here now the ancient hereſies reuiued (as he faith ) 

the Huguenots : bur heeis in the wrong: ſot that the 

not to be ranked amongſt the Heretikes, vntill ſueh ime 24 
we haue made proofe, how thatthe Church of Rome doth 
pot onely agree with the Primitive in the ſame things, but 
alſo in the very circumſlances of the things: for thoſe things 
which are of themſelne&&remonies, are alſo of themſelucs 
indiffexent, and it is the right vſe ot abuſe of them, which 
mak es them law full or vnlawfull, So that by conſcquenceit 
may be at this time law full, and at another time vnlaw full. to 
take exceptions tothem; Euen as it was not law full to breake 
the brazen Serpent, whilſt it was a Sacrament, but neceſſa- 
ry to breake it, when it became an Idoll. 
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That the (orncell of Trew is not lawfull. 


rr arc come at laſt, thankes bee to God, to 
W&/a) the holy Counccll of Zen; a Councell 
* whergof our A duerſary had need to make 

VI ood account, for that the prooſes dravne 

þ J\ Noe TOY f om the former Corneells, concerned 

body rwo or three queſſions ; and thole 

ſo, rather probable conit ctures, them prootes. But as for 
the Councell of Trent, that openly conſutes all the herelics 
now maintained by the Huguenots ; by reafon whereof, 
of Aduerfaric coylcs himſelfe more in the defence of that, 

jen in any other queſtion whatſoeuer : albeit hee vſes not 
my proofes to confirme it. but anſwers onely to the obiecti- 
_ the Catholikg Apologie, which 1 find to bee three in 
number. 
The firſt ia; That the Pope did therein take vpon him 
the office both of Tudge and Partie: and that himiſciſe con- 
wo ked the Councell, and fat Preſident in it. 

The ſecond is; That thoſe who ſought the reformation, 

could not bee heard in it. | 

The third: that for as much as the Huguenots are able to 
aledpe divers nullities, both in the forme, and alſo in the 
&finitions ofthe ſaid Councell ; we are not bound to 
of the ordinances thereof withou examination of them: For 
as much as S. John hath commanded vs to try the Spirits. 

To the firſt Obiection: That the Pope was both Iudge and 
Party, he anſwers. That the Pope ought not to loſe his 
of calling Councells,and of being Pretident in theni,for t 
hee had obtained this right 1500, yeares before. The 
nots can eaſily cut him off goo.yeares of his time. In all which 

the Pope neither once called any general Councel, non 
Preſident ii it. The firſt of Nice was called by C an- 
we the great. That of (onſtartiniple by Throdeſins Senior - 
That of Epheſms, by Theodofims Iuniot: That of Chalcedon, by 
F 3 CMarcianns 


Martians, the Emperour. The fame alſo may bee affir- 
med of thoſe chic the Preſidene in chem. In che Councel 
of Nice was Hef Biſhoppe of ( da in Spine, Preſi- 
dent, In che Councell of Epheſer, Cyril, Patriarch "of 
Alezandria, And chus much may ſuffice for ſo evident a 
, he anſwers; That it is nothu to the 

Second be fe belege pup 


equity of a Prince, to bee both 1 In 
each x 3 Sovergns Princi ludge, Sreil ex 


bee lawtully ed to haue e , al- 

che ſuite bee commenced againit himfelfe. Bur I ſay, 
that there is till a third, which arbitrates berwixe che Prince 
and — — when there is e them wp. And 
although che ludge be che Princes Officer, yer may 
— — him, which himſcltc cannot 7 
and chere is no Prince, but a Tyrant, that would reverſe that 
the Pope hach done in diſanulling the decrees of 
che Councels of A & Conflance,made againit himſelfe. Bur 
admit I ſhould confeſſe, chat a e 19d Iudge in his 
ovmnc cauſe z yet ought that to bee vnd in a 


he be a lawfull King or not, we may well alſurcour {clues that 
he would never be depoſed, if hee might be his owne arbitra- 
tor: and of this nature is the firſt Arti * 
che Pope. The Huguenots den him to be head of the 
Ho then I pray ſhall this Oontroverſie bee decided, if cher 
be no other fudge beſides himſelfe ? ' 
Thirdly, hee ſhewes by examples, that Pope Aſercelline, 
Sixizy the third, Symachwe, Leo, Alexander, Patriarch of A- 
pon. * and Leothe were Judges in their owne 
cauſes, S. Marcelline (faich he) when as hee had offe- 
red Incenſe vnto Idols, hee went and accuſed himſelfe in the 
Councell of Sinueſſa, and yet durſt no man denounce Sen- 
rence againſt him, but all the Biſhops cry ed out with one con- 
ſent: Facherjindge thy ſe with thine ewne wornth.T o which I an- 
ſwer: That itis eaſie to diſcover this to be but a forged Coun- 
cell, which brings in the Emperor Dieclefian, talking with S- 


uice of 
meaneconſequence: but when the controverſie be, whether 
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Diecleſian was at the ſame time at Mam, a City of Ziths- 
wie Secondly, there is a great deals of difference betweene a 
1 w_— queſtion. For S. Alarc alias was accu» 
ol an ad, oi which he as moſt e So that 
the Biſbops perceiuing that the Pope denied not the ſact, and 
that he was penitent for it, offered ro referre themſelues to 
that ſentence which hee would give againſt himſelſe. luſt as 
ifa man ſhould ſay to a Theefe that were taken in the man- 
ner j Thou ſeeſt thy ſelfe openly guiltie, thou knowell like- 
wiſe the puniſhment ordained by the law for ſuch offences, 
What thinkeR thou that thou halt deſerved : Speake God 
pame,and bee thine owne Judge: Surely this would be very 
acceptable to all malcfaRors, t6 conclude that 
they ſhould haue no other Judges goe vpon them but them 
ſclues. His ſecond example is of i the third, whobein 
laich be) accuſed of adultery, would haue a Synode call 
tli Emperours authoritie. But they would not, nor indeed 
they ( faith bee) meddle with his Cauſe before all the 
Bilkops were met, and that they vnderſiood the Popes, 
pleaſure, whether hee were willing to haue them fo de- 
cide his buſineſſe, or not. I anſwer zthat this was but a fingu= 
lar fauour ſhewne bim by the Emperour Yalentinian, by 
reaſon of his innocency : For the Pope himſelfe was willing 
that other men ſhould haue beene ludges in his buſinelle 2 
But it followes not herevpon, that cuery Pope in euery 


cauſe ought to clayme the fame priviledge 3 but the con. 


trary rather: va, Tha: Pope Sixtus the fift, who would not 
ſuffer himlelfe to bee by any other man, to 
have beene ſo, becauſe Sixtus the third, who 
beene ſo, was not. Mhat neceſſitie is there in cenſuring him 
whoſe innacencie is cleare z ard as it was a token of in- 
nocency in the one to ſubmit himſelſe vnto cenſure, ſo to re- 
fuſe all mens verdicta, but his awne, is an euidence, that hee 
tds himſeltcyuiltie. Bu: I demand now, whether that ſingu- 
lar ptiuiledge granted vnto Sixt, muſtthenceforth be taken 
far aJeading cauſe or not: If he anſvers no, then is ä — 
. nothing 


cle at Rome, and enticing himto Idolatry Tre ry 
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nothing to his if yea, The Cathulikes 
Tos, t. C. . for Bellumacontfeileth, that in calc of crymes, 
£b. A. .. a Councell maybeculled to ſit vpon the Pope: But he thinks 

not petaduenture that Six-av was accuſed of 
crime: which (as I thinke) is the teaſon that hee not 
his fault, becauſe he barely incimates, that he was accuſed of 
Adultery ; whereas indeede, he was accuſed for defiling of a 
Nunne; which 2 Catholikes, ſtyle not Adultery, bus 
Inceft ; by reaſon of the ſpiricuall conſanguinity which is be- 
twixt a Prieſt and a Nunne. 

His third example of Symaechnr, whoſe conſent ( ſaym 
he) was required euen for the calling 
in himſelte was accuſed. T he ts will deſire no more 
at the hands, then to doe as Symachss did; for, albeit 
his conſent went to the calling of the Councell; yet when it 
was called, hee tooke not vpon him the part of a Iudge in it, 
but with all humbleneſſe purged himſelte before the Councel 
of thoſe crimes which hee was charged withall. | 

The fourth example is of Los the third, of which paſſage 
the troath is this: The Romans bearing a ſpleene to Leo,for 
that ('harlemaigne the had inforced them to ſweare 
alleageanceto him z out of meere — {landery 
vpon him; But Charlemagne appearing at Rome, they, for 
feare of him, durſt notſtand bs it to proſecute 82 
againſt him, but at the very firſt canuaſſe they all cryed out; 
That the Apeſtolike Sea could not bee indged by any man. Which 
clamour teſtifies nothing elſe, then, That is the nature of the 
onlgar, to fall from one extreame to another. And therefore 
they hauing ſlandered the Pope before out of malice , they 
afterwardsthought to curry fauour againe, by flattering hum 
for feare. But let ys heare what followes : Did not Arrius 
(ſaith hee) heretofore diſpute the caſe in a matter of faith with 

Alexander ? Notwithſtanding was this «Flexander iudge in 
the Councell of Nice. Was not Cyrill Preſident in the Coun- 
cell of chheſas, notwithſtanding hee was one of the parties ? 
And who but Les fac Preſident at the Councell of Chalcedon, 
notwithſtanding that al the difference then was betwixt — 
an 
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41 
and Dia ? | xnfwer : That the eontrouerſies which then 
were berwixt Alexander, Cyril, Leo, and the foreſaid Here- 


tikes, concerned them ne mere then it did the reſt of the 
Biſhops of the Church i whereas that of the Pope is a priuate 
, wherein the dignity ot his perſon is queſtioned. A- 
dune, ( was not Preſident of the Councell, ſo as chat he 
could allow or anull the Decrees as hee thoughe good; but 
fe only frſt in order, hauing otherwiſe hut his ſingle voice; 
whereas the now adayes hath his negatiue voice to diſ- 
mull a Whole | though generall: yea, and to make 
his Decrecals vypen what he liſt, without a Councell. As fer 
Alexander, he fate neither as ludge nor P. eſident, but onely 
us private Biſhop amongſt the reſt. To conclude, Lo came 
not at all to the Councel) of Chalcedon, and Aut, Pa- 
march of Conftaxtineple ſate Preſident in it, 

His condadingreaſes why che Pope ay be Judge, is ; 
becauſe (as he ſayth) he is not Iudge alone, but hath divers 
Alliſtants. I anſwer : That in che Conncels hee hath 
beene ſole Iudge and that the reſt of the Biſhops haue not 
beene fo much his Aſh ſtantt, as his Vaſſals. For, wharſocuer 
the Councell decrees, is void, without the confirmation of 
be Pope be to it, (witneſſe his abrogation of rhe Councels 
of Frencheford, Nai, and Conftance. ) Contrariwiſe, whenſo- 
wer the Pope makes a Decree without a Councell, it is of as 
mach vertue as thedefinirions of the moſt holyCouncel that 
wer was or can be. For the Popes Aduocates maintaine, 
that he cannot erre in a matter of faith, though hee ſhould 
give indgement without a Councel:and that à Councel may 
are, if not confirmedby him. To hat purpoſe then ſerue 
te other Biſhops ioyned with him as companions, when as 
bemay docall without them and they noching without him? 

The ſerond Obiection of che Catholike Apology, vic. 
That the had not fureaudience: is firſt (ſaith he) 
cenfured by that very booke which the Proteſtants ſet forth, 
minted, (anfecar El: Hores : for they conſeſſe in that Book 
thatrhey were umd to the Councell. And wee may 
ena ou 


*, 
n 
d 


2 Ollie. 


Obie, 3. 


42 The Catholike Moderdtvr. 


liberty was given to the Proteſtants, to come to the Councel. 
And this briefly is his anſwer :to which I replie: 

Firſt, that the booke which he mentions, delivers no rev 
ſon why they camenot to the Councel, but why they iudged 
that the forme of proceeding in that Councell was like to be 
ſuch, as that their comming thither would haue bee ne to no 
purpoſe. But to what end anſwers hee, that they were ſums 
moned ? The Apology affirmes not, that they were not cal- 
led, but that they were not heard. For it is not enough for x 
Judge to call both the parties before him, if he ſoffers bur one 
of | to ſpeake: and iuſt ghus fell it out at that Councell 
of Trent;for remis, and other Diuines of wen, were ſent 
thicher by the Duke of t enber ge, but might not be ſuffered 
to diſpute when they came there. Aelantt hon alſo, and other 
Miniſters of Saxon, were vpon the way but turned backe + 
gaine, having receiued intelligence from Alauritius, the Ele 
ctors Ambalſlador there, that they could not be heard. 

Secondly, I reply: that admit that they had been {ufferedro 
diſpute, and had been heard, yet were the Conditions alroge- 
ther vnequal, for they requiringto haue a deciding voice vn 
the reſt of the Councel,according tothe form of the ſafe con- 
duct granted to the Bobemuanrby the Councell of Baſil. But 
the Tridentine Fathers would none of that;refulingtoadmit of 
any to haue deciſiue voices, buronlythe Catholike Divines, 

Thirdly, the Hegotnoti had good cauſe to fuſpect the fake 
conduct; for [obn Hus had alſo a ſafe conduct from the En- 
perour Sigiſmnd, to come to the Councell of Conftaxce; und 
yet comming thither was there burnt. 

Tothe third O biection, viz, That the eApaſile c 
vs to try the ſpirits whether they be of God, or no : hee anſwen; 
That the Apoſtle there ſpeakes not of ſuch things as be alres- 
dy certaine, and defined in the Church: but᷑ of matters rather 
vpſtart & ambiguous as are thoſe of eur trecherous Aduerſ· 
ries. Soſt & faire, not too faſt;there is no man affirms,that we 
muſt try a thing that is certaine; but that we are not to ſettle 
our beleef vpon it, without proofs that it is certain. For a thing 
may be certaine in it ſelfe; neuertheleiſſe, if it does not appeart 
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whe certaine vnto vs, we may well make triall of it, for that 
wichour trying, we cannot vn lerſtand the certainty. But it 
is-(faich he) lawfull to try the Hegacssti opinions, becauſe 
they be new and ambiguous, It then it be tewfull ro try the 
new, tis allo lawfall (tay I) to try the old; for two —_— 
Opinions are Relatines; ſo that we cannot make demonſtration 
that the new are falle, but we muſt proue wit hall, that the old 
ne true. And as for the ambiguity of the Hugsewor; doctrine, 
if it be ambiguous, then is it not certaialy falſe j and if their 
loctrine be nor certainly falle, then is not the Catholikes cer- 
ninly true: and conſequently, euen by the iudgement of our 
Aduerſary himſelfe, it is lawtull to try it. But let vs now exa- 
mine his reaſons vpon which he concludes, that ic is not law- 
full co try che Spirits of the Councell. 

« Firſt (ſaich he) if we ought to try them all, then were it 
hkwfall to try the Spirits of the Councell of Nice, Conflants- 
wple, Epbeſna, & (halcedon : Whereupon it muſt follow, that 
we ought to diſcuſſe againe the wicked herelies of Ar, 
Macedonina, Nefborina,and Entiches, and examine againe the 
facred Scriptures themielues, rhe Oracles of the Prophets, the 
Hiſtory of Moſer, and finally the holy Goſpell. At length he 
concludes, That if things which be determined by the holy 
Councels, ought to be held for certaine, there is no reaſon to 
ſuffer che Decrces of the Councel of Trent to be called againe 
into queſtion, I anſwer; That we ought to hold the Decrees 
ef the former Councels for moſt cerraine; and yet is it lawfull 
neuertheleſſe, to make queſtion of the dererminations of the 
Councell of Trent to which purpole diuers reaſons might 
be alledged ; howbeit, this one may ſuffice for the preſent : 
For chat in cucry Councell, we ought to deliberate and mea- 
ſure things, before we iudge; and after this, the iudgement 
of a Councell which hath duly examined and iudged, (accor- 
ding tothe right meaſure ) ought not to be called againe in 

ueſtion. Bur to know now, whether a man hath truly mea- 

ed, we mult take conſideration of te ſe and manner of 
meaſuring by it. Now will the Hagwenors ſay, that the Rule 
which che Councell of Ne did meaſure by, was onely the 
G3 Scripture, 
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iprure, or the written Word, as the words of (onflantine 


bead. l loc. e. ©« doe teſtihce: which be theſe; All [editions contention [ot @. 


a, Reaſon. 


« fide , let vs diſenſſe the things m contr ever ſie by the teftimonie of 
&. rhe Seriptures diminely infpired, The manner of meaturing 
then was,toapply che Doctrine to the ſaid Rule or Scripture, 
and accordingly to receiue or rexe(t it, as it was conformable 
or vary ing,to or from the {aid Rule. But new bath the Coun- 
cell of Trent (will the Hugzenors (ay) much failed in all theſe 
circumſlanc es. 

For firſt, it decided before it meaſured, for as much as cuen 
before their comming to the Councell, they were euery man 
of them, reiolued to condemne the Huguenors, Secondly, in 
examining and meaſuring of the queſtions, it meaſured not 
by the written Word one, but by Traditions alu, as it was a- 
greed-ypon at the fourth S eſſion of the ſaid Councell. 80 
that it meatured ſometimes, either without a Nule, or at leaſt 
by a Rule very contrary to that of the Councell of Mir, 
Thirdly, admit that it had meaſured by a true Rulezyer did it 
not ſo much apply the ductrine to the Rule, as bend the Rule, 
to make it fit roche doctrine, vic pernerted the Scripture by 
an interpretation forced to their one opinion: For in che 
fourth Seſſion, it was decreed, That no man (howld giue any other 
interpretatien, then that which was conſonant to the Doctrine of the 
Church of Rome, So that in ſtead of meaſuring their doctrine 
by the Rule, they meaſured the Rule by their doctrine, 

Bur he followes it further againſt the triall of the Sparits, 
that if weſhould try all, then ſhould we call againe into que- 
ſtion, the very Bookes of the holy Scripture it ſelfe. I anfwer 
no; and that it followes not, that wee d call in queſtion 

ine the Book es approued by ancient Councels, Lat 
—— ſome, which are approued by the Councell of 
Tem; ſeeing that in this particular; the iudgement of that 
Councell, is ſuſpected cucn by Carboliker themſelues. For 
Soxtma $ 2 great Catbolike, yea, euen ſince the Councell 
of Trent reiected for 4pocryphalithe ſcuen laſt Chapter 
ofthe Book of Hefter,which were approued by the Councell 
of Trent ; which doubtieilc he would neuer haue done, had 
_ 
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he held it vnlawtull to try the Spirit of the ſaid Councell. 


» Thirdly he arguerhzchar if matters already determined ang 3+ cov. 
may be brought in 


on againe, hat endthen 
ies? I an{wer,thar this reaſon 
ij not ſufficient to ſtay the triall of Councels, becauſe that 
this is the way to ſer an end to Controuerſies: for that it is 
not enough to diſpatch Controuerſies, vnleſſe we be ſure that 
this diſpatching, is a well ending ot em. And ſo the Arri- 
en as well haue peri waded vs, to rely vpon their 
cell of Arimium, to giue an end to Controuer- 
no other anſwer, 
but that their Councell was not lawfull, and that the Coun- 
cell of Trent was, Well then (lay chat though we may not 
examine the Decrees of a Councell, yet may we try whether 
the Councell were lawfull or not: and for this once, wedeſire 
no more aduantage then this; and thus much muſt be 
ted ys in deſpite of the World. For if we ought ſimply to re- 
y vpon the Authority of Councels, which commonly paile 
for lawfull amongſt our Doctors, without any futt her enqui- 
yʒ there is no reaſon wherefore the Græcians ſhould rather 
ilent to the ſecond Councell of Nice, Which allowed of Ima- 
ges ; then to that of Conſtentinople, made vp of 300. of their 


would there be of Cont 


To which our Aduerſary can 


owne Biſhops, which condemned them. 
The fourth R-aſon,for which he takes away the liberty of 4, Reaſon. 


e, is quoted out of 

apter of Dexteronemy, where it is commanded, That 
uire of the Prieſts. and Leuices, and the Judge 
pointed for the time in caſes of difficulty. And Moſes 


their doctrine, from the 


aich our A duerſary) addeth not, Try the Spirits 
ludges ; But if any grow proud, and will not obey1 


= Priefts 


of the Prieft,that man hall die, by the ſentence of the Indger, Nor 
is this much different from that which our Lord ſaith in the 


Il of Saint Matthew, The Scribes and Phariſer fit in 


Chayre, whatſocuer therefore they [ay onto you, that ob- 
it Was giuen Vie 


ſerne and doe. As for Moſes C 
to che Ice; wher 


Thet wee are to beicens butſocuer the Jewiſh PriefÞs ſay. 
G 3 
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a 


Rabbi Salomon Larchi concludes, Rab. Sab.larchi 
_ in Beuleranem. 


then 


J. Kealan. 
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then that their Prieſts interpreted the Prophecies, euen of 
Chriſt himſelfe, octherwile then we Chriſtians doe, A lew 
will ſay that Chriſt is not yet come, becuſe their Prieſts deny 
itz and if according to our Aduerſaries ſay ing, ve ought not 
to try the Spirics of their Prieſts, I demand then, how he will 
an wer the /ewer, and I will anſwer him, as he does them; 
namely, that in the Text this clauſe is inſerted, «According to 
Law, chat is to ſay, we ae to obey their Commandements,fo 
farre forth,as they are agrecable to the Law ; which how can 
we know, vnleiſe we examine it, So that let our Aduerſary 


take his choyce z eitlier to confeſſe, that we are not in this. 


ace forbidden to try the Spirits of the Prieſtu, or elſe to ac- 

ledge himſelfe to be a Ic. 

Tothe place of Saint MN uthew, becauſe he ſaith, how that 
it is not much vnlike: our anſwer ſhall likewiſe be the ſame, 
For our Sauiour hath not commanded vs to obey the Phari- 
ſes in all things, ſimply; but not to take ſuch ſcandall at their 
liues, as that we ſhould refuſe to obey them, when they ſpeake 
well. For, ſhould we ſimply giue credit to what they bid vs, 
without tryall of it, why ſhould we belecue that Ieſus Chriſt is 
the Sonne of God, when as the high Prieſt laid that he blaſ- 
phemed, in calling himſelfe (0? 

His laſt reaſon is drawne from the Councell of the Apoſtles 
mentioned, Atl; t 5.[t ſeemed good vo the holy Ghoſt and to vn 
Whence he concludes, That Gods Spirit is ſo infallibly tyed v 
4 lawfwull Conncell, that we ought not to call the definitsons of it iu 
que lian: nor would Saint Paw! himſelſe (ſaith our Aduerſary) 
examine the inſtructions of the Councell of the Apoſtles : as 
Saint Lake faith, Act. 16, He gaue them that to obſerne,which 
was ordained by the Apoſtles and the Elders which were at Icruſa- 
lew. | would faine aske one of our Catholike Doctors, to 
what purpoſe are there ſo many diſputations and conſultati- 
ons at our Councels, if ſo be that the holy Ghoſt doth ſo in- 
fallibly direct chem? His anſwer will be, That Gods ordina- 
ry prouidence is ſuch,as that he ſtill aſſiſts chem wich his Spi- 
rit, when they for their parts, apply chat diligence, which 

they ought , and not otherwiſe 3 Iuſt as he makes not the 
ground 


* 


— fruitfull, but when the husbandman tils and ſowes 
is corne in it, and applies ſuch labour as the ſoyle requires. 
And thus much is cleare by this pailage: namely, That the 
Apoſtles did apply all induſtry and the apteſt meanes, ſor the 
reſoluing of the doubrs propoſcd: for it is ſaid, That after a 
long diſpuration Peter ſtood vp: whence a man may con- 
clude; That the holy Ghoſt is no otherwiſe promiſed to 4 
Councell, then conditionally ; viz. when the Councell doch 
apply all che meanes and induftry on their parts, for the nd- 
— of the truth: and that otherwiſe it may bee deſlitute 
of Gods Spirit ; namely, when it doth not apply the meanes. 
$0 that albeit wee are not to examine the Decrees of that 
Councell, which-hath.yicd theſe meanes z yer may wee en- 
quire whether it hath applied theſe meanes or no; for that 
we cannot be otherwiſe atſured that Gods Spirit did aſſiſt ir, 
The Hwgweners I know well, will require another manner of 
tryall ; not onely of the courſe in the proceedings, but of the 
Articles alſo concluded vpon. But that the Huguenets may 
not haue a twofold aduantage againſt ys, we ſhould doe well 
toſhew them, firſt, That the Councell of Trent hath obſer- 
ſerued theſe lawfull courſes ; and then ſhall we haue but one 
thing ro doe z which is, to make good the Articles ; whick 
we ſo difficult to be proued, that it would be wiſely done of 
vs, to put it off as long as we can, and firſt to decide all other 


CAF. 5. 

Nabe Then lb ax yer boenrecoizadio Fran, 
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their 
ted the eldeſt ſonnes of the Church, and the maine 
ders ofthe dea Apoſtelique: and ſot that one reafon of this 


their zeale, haue received more priuiledges and honors, then 


any other Prince of Chriftendome whatſocuer. New 
— pen oe" hath eſtabliſhed ſo 
directly oppoſing the former privil and ho- 
nore: w — ſo doin — 
to the world, That the Kings at this day haue leſſe zeale then 
their Anceſtors had, and are therefore ynworthy to emoy 
choſe honors beſtowed vpon them. So that the reaſon why 
our later Kings haue reiefted the ſaid Councell, may be, for 
that they not well approue of that, wirhont reprouing 
of chemſelues;ner publiſh ir, without publiſhing alſo vn 
the world, a ſhamefull confeſſion of their o e demerits. But 
to come to the point ; I purpoſe onely to buckle to the obi 
ions of the Catholike A pelogy, which our Aduerſary of- 
fers co confure ; and thoſe be three. 
1 Thar che Kings of France haue euer refuſed that Councel, 
2 That it hath called in queſtion the precedency and prio- 
rity of place, which was due vnto our Kipgs in all aſſemblies 

2 That there be divers things decreed in the ſaid Coun- 
cell flacly againſt the liberties of the French Church, and the 
Maieſty of rhe King. 

As for the firſt point, namely, that it hath neuer beene re 
ceived by our Kings : he anſwers to it in generall q That thi 
Oliactios touches not ſo much the Conncell, as it reproacheth the 
King: of France. For what elſe can thus meane (faith he) then 
perſwade all men, that our Kings baue beene Schiſmatikes, and 
ds{obe diem to rhe Cnmeer/all . I anfwer, chat it is no 
newes to haue the R rance oppoſe themſclues againſt 
the Councels of the Church of Rome: ſeeing char not che 
Councell of Trem alone, hath beene refuſed by King Hen 
che ſecond, and all his Sonmes who rei afrer him ; bat 
euen the generall Councell of Di alſo, wes neuer wholly 
received in France. And even as King Fleury the ſecond, for- 


bade tus Brſhops to be preſent at the Councell of Trou, fo 


would 


43 all know) haue euer beene accoun. 
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would not King ( hu the ſeuenth ſuffer his to bee preſent 
— — whicehe more «Schif 
matike (25 our Aduerſary concludes) nor diſobedicne to the 
Church vniuerſall. But let vs ſee now, how hee demonſtraces 
— — haue beene recciued by our Kings: 


— and rener enceth that Cancel / and in 
2 8 fared 1x — wb toanſwer that obtection of K. u the 
to repaite vnto that Councell, 
——— elle to 5 then That it i mov ſo noreſſæy to 
2 wo bing Henry did at the e. 
that the deine or o/ « Comncel, taken 
frem the — + —— 
rule Ialſo anſwer, That the 2 Charles the ninth, 
before the Councel broke v do nor proue his of 
the Councell, — — he * to receiue «> when it was 
ended, For if the reiecting of it by the ſe- 
3 — e 
Ric it no more doth that honor ch un the nin 
Ed it, before it broke vp, proue that he did receiue it. 
- Secondly, The King (faith he) Srwedthe 
hematite gener tr Councell; 
the moſt pleaſant A 's that yet — For if 
chis bea ſufficient — did receiue 
the Councell, m——_—_ reaſon fern ence of his 
Biſhops z then haue the Proreſtane Princes of Germany 
id receiued ir, ' betauſe they publiſher z whole booke of 
the reaſons char moucd them to lem rhejnſelues from 


Mila The K Kay 
bb the Sieur de Lanſath, , Knight of bis owne Order, thither ; 
vho in bug Aaieſfres 45 — Gadats be - 
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deconfelion — er Arubefadors chi 


cher 


certaine Letter; (faith he) of Charles the ninth yer ro be Resten. 
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ther alſo ? Where then lyes the force of his A is it in 
this, that Adon/enr de Lanſacks was a Knight of the Order, or 
in this, That be was accompanied by Aerſcar dw Ferrier and 
de Pibras For no other ſenſe can I collect out of his words, 
nor any other e for the recciving of the Councell j not 
is chere i any other. For the King ſent not his Ambaſ- 
ſadors tothe Councell to confirme it, but to admoniſh it, 
to refortne the abuſes of the Church; ” expretle ch 
vnto his Ambatladors, that —— 
not to decree any 
themſelves had rſt of a pee in the Ecclefs 
aſticall Polity : And in caſe that this were not done, then that 
they ſhould proteſt the ſaid councd:all which appears 
in che Letters which the King bimſelfe ſent ynto Alenſcer ds 
Ferrier, See here then the briefe of the Kings Commiſſion, 
and of Aonſcur du Ferrier, & de Pibrac, their Orations in the 
Councell, They both, — — eſpecially, 
often in the Kings name the reformation of the b. 
buſes of the Church. Wh. LED 
cell did reiect, they according to their Kings command, re- 
iected the Councell, and refuſed to ſubſcribe to itz nor did 
the King afterwards rectiue it, or the Court of Parliament 
euer pu 2 rr 
the time ſeemed moſt importune to fauour any thing, that 
might be preiudiciall to the 4. 
ut at leaſt the Biſhops haue a it : For when the dh 
— read in the laſt Seſſion, the Biſbops were pre- 
ſent, and game their peer and ſffrages 
I anſwer : firſt, that ſo farre was the conſent of the Biſhops 
from con of che Councell, that quite contrary it di- 
covers the vniuſt proceedings of it. For Thoſe Biſhops that 
ceaſe nopew tpkein BESS gaue their ſentence 
—— points which had beene treated vpon 
in the former — 2 2 
third, before that che ſaid Biſhops came to the Councelly z 


ching contrary to all Ciuill Law to equitie it ſelfe, 2 


— 


rts of Iuſtice, and 
other 


r 
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ocher Iudiciaries, which our of che of many Judges, 
we made one body In all which, that haue not beene 


chere all the time, are not ſuffered to deliuer their opinions. 
Secondly, it doth not hereupon.tollow, that the Biſhops 
have approued of thus Councell, becauſe they gaue their con- 


' ſenet to che Articles of it: For, there is a great deale of diffe- 


rence berwixe thoſe that agree in vpimon with the Decrees of 
« Councell, and choſe that vphold an opinion, onely becauſe 
the Councell hach decreed tc. For our Adueriary agrees if 
opinion with the Deuill, in chat it is written how God gaue 
his Angels charge over our Lord Ieſus Chriſt, yet he doch not 
Ichinke, beleeue it neuer che more for thatt the deuill faid it. 
Furthermore, at what time as they gaue cher conſent to the 
Articles afoveſaid, the Councell was net confirmed by the 
Pope. Now it is our Aduerſaries one Tenet, Thet 4 ( 
# void, nat confirmed by the Pope, And this ene reaſon hee 


makes to ſerue his owne curne againſt che Councell 


of Baſil. 


Its ( faich hee) — — bnowne, that Councel; are 


we te be recemed without the Autberitie of rhe Pope, 


Where- 


ypon it followes, That thoſe who gaue their cenſcnts to the 
ſud Articles, did at the very ſame time when they —— 


tonſenti, hold the ſaid Councell to be as yet no 


—— —— 


Councell, becauſe they 


voyces to the Articles. 
To the ſecond Obiec on, which touches vpon the prece- 2 Obied. 


dency of the moſt Chriſtian King, he anſwers thus in briefe: 
That the Conncell was ſo farre from offering to denniniſh the King; 
Antboritie, that to the comrary, the Kings e Ambaſſadors bythe 
muaninmens conſent of all, were ſeated rmnedbately next after the 
faperouri; but the Spaniſh Ambaſſador, ont of bis ranks, in ano- 
ther place: to the end, tba if it ſo fell out, that any man were 
ſetont of hu place, yet ſhould it not be preindicrall unte h. He 
fhould not haue anſwered, That the (onncell [cated the Kings 
dnrbaſſador next unto the Cpu. but onely that the Coun- 
cell did not put him out of his right place. For in che 24 Seſ- 
Gon, A onſtar du Ferrver, and de Pibrac, being ſuſpitious of the 


ulection of the Councell, went * 
| 2 


vp their 
places, 
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places, inſomuch that the Cowne de Lame Ambaſſador for the 
King of Spein, made pubhke proteſtation before the Fathers, 
how thathis place was taken vp:Whereupon Monſenr de Pi- 
bras required, that the fard Proteſtation of his might not be 


preiudiciall ch his ' Kings Prerogative, whoſe Amwballadors 


had euer hac; the firft place, next to the Emperours, as they 
had at the Councels of "Corftance and Lern. But for all 
this, the Councell would not vmpire the buſineſſe. And 
thoughthey tooke not the place away from the Kings Am. 
baiſadors, yet our Adueriary confeſſeth, that thay would 
—— — that this place did belong vnto them. For 
Grit he ſaichy, That rhe Spams Ambaſſador was ſet ont of bu 
place. Secondly, 7 bat if any man wereby chance ſet ont of bi 
rank, yet would not che Comneelt haue ut to be protudicral unto buy, 
Which is nothing elſe then to declate. That that place, which 
they PRs the Kings Ambaſſadors to keepe for the 
time, for avoiding of content ion (and for that they had be- 
times already taken ir vp much agamft the wills of the Fa 


thers) ſhould not be preiudiciall vntochat right, which they | 


thoughtro be due vato the King of Spaine. 

Secondly, put caſerhe Councell to haue beene ſo evenly 
affected (as he would make it) yet did they wrong (ſay I) 
neuertheleſſe, in forbearing to be vmpires openlyin S kings 
cauſes For there is no man, that can deny a thing moſt appa⸗ 
rant, at the firſt daſh, but he mult gaine vpon it, by liile and 
little. So that the firſt degree to i is to call a thing into que 
ſtion: nor does any man wilfully call a thing mto queſtion, 
vnletſe he purpoſes abſolurely to deny it afrerwards. So that 
ir is eafily diſcerned, that the Councell ar this time bringing 
the Kings precedency into queſtion, and making the King 
of Spaine equal with him, had a plot in it, at the next Coun- 
cell co — him the place aboue bs King of France. 

Laſtly,admir the Councell ro haue had no ſuch plot vpon 
him, but only to carry an even regard to boch, yet the wrong 
rernaines neuercheleſſe, it no leile iniurious to make an 
inferior equull to his ſuperior, then to make an equal} ſupe- 
rior to his equal}, 


| There 
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\— There remaines (aich our Aduerlary) the loft Obiellion 
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ontdy, vin. That the (u ef Trent bath decreed diners 
againſt the Reaime of France ; winch u the reaſon that it is not 
receined there. But this Obieition (ſaith hee) fern 4e to the 
propoſe 5; For the queſtion in not onely about Eccleſiaſtical Jari 
allen, but about Fab and Religion, Worrefore although that 
the Decrert of the Cauncei ſor Reformation bes not receuned in 
Fraxce, yet the Decrees which treat abe Fanth, are. 
Our Aduerſary cannot deny, but that the Councel of Trent 
hath decrced ſome things againſt the French liberty onely 
he anſwers, that all this hinders not the receiving ot che other 
Articles which meerely concerne Faith. His owne words are, 
Thu obiettzon ſerwes to lutle purpoſe, for that the queſtion is u 
about Ecclfrafticall Jura dation, but about Faith , and * 
Religion. And I ſay againe, that this an{wer of his, ſerues as 
latle to the purpoſe fo that we treat not of things that con- 
cerne either R ion, or Faich but of the authority onely 
by which thoſe Decrees were enacted. That is to ſay, whether 
the ludgement of the Councel of Trent, be in France receiued 
for a ſen ence not lyable to be appealed from ? and whether 
they here beleeue choſe Articles wherein they agree with the 
Councel implicitely, for that the Councclhath decreed them. 
For how ſhall ic be proved , that a man who beleeues a 
thing which another hath reported, did belecue it vpon the 
weporrers credit, vnleile hee be confidence withall that he who 
reported this would not report an vntruth, and that hee durſt 
truſt hym in any thing. But France now doth not belecue the 
Councell of Trent in all chings: for our A duerſary himſelſe 
confetlerh, that ic retuſed the — of the Councell which 
touched vponReformation. Wherupon it follows, that tl 
France doth agree in opinion with the councell in what it de- 
creed concerning matters of Faith, yet doth it not holde this 
opinion for any regard to the coũcels authority, but for ſome 
other reſpect z elſe might he conclude as well, That the Hw- 
do teceiue the ſaid Councell, for that they belecue di- 
vers Articles of it, which are agaivit the , and other 
Heretikes of our time. For euen 83 4 ſe * 
; f 
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che laid Councell, in ther very ſame part whereof they re. 


ceiuethe Articles: ſo may we az well che whole Coun. 
cell, and yet receiue all the Arucles ; there being che ſame re. 

ct from the Articles of one part, to the authority of che 
ame part, us from the Articles of the whole, to che auchori. 
tie of the whole. Burt let vs now marke how hee concludey, 
chat this Councell is receiued in France, Or Adwerſaricr e 
felft confeſſeth (ich hee) That this Comncell is receined by the 
Biſhops, But what man can perſwade himſelfe, that the Biſboy 
baue avother faith and religion from that profeſſed by the King, 
and all the Catholike people ? For, how may the King be fiyled, 
The moſt (briftian if be were of a faith fingular from the Biſoops? 
And bow ſhould the people be called, The Lords flocks, vnleſſe they 
2 ? 

er then, this in brieſe is his Argument: The Biſhops haue 
receiued the Councell: The King and the people haue belee- 
ned the Biſhops : Ergo, The Camel bath beene reteined by the 
King, the Biſnops, the Clergie, and likewiſe of alt the people of 
Frexce. | have ſhewne already how he hath not made it good 
as yet, that the — which then were haue recciued itiand 
for the Biſhops and Clergy at this day, t diuers of 
chem for the aduancement of the holy Zeagee, haue endea- 
vouredl to cauſe the ſaid Councell to be receiued, yet might 
che King and the people refuſe it notwithſtanding, and yet 
not ceuſe for all that, to be of the ſame faith wich them, in 
fo much as the approbation of that Councell is not an Article 
of fairh:for the Councell of Epheſus hath expreſty prohibited 
vs the addition of any other Article of faith vnto choſe which 
were then received : in which number the receiving of the 
Trideztine Councell is nor, But ſuppoling that they were not 
of the ſame Faith, whar danger could come of it ? The Ki 
(ſaith he) Bowld nor then be moſt Chriſtian, nor the people cd 
bu flocks. Firſt, as for the King, for as much as this reaſon is 
drawnefrom his Title, | ſay, that if the King were the 
reſt Heretike in the world, yet ſhould hee not be deprived of 
his Title. Henry the eight, King of England, received the 
Tale of Defender of the faith from Pope Les the tenth , for 
wricing 
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Laber. King Fund the ſint, and the laſt 
haue changed the — — — 
on ol w 
— —j—U— — doe ſtill keep — 
good right too for Titles, though 
— 7 webs (as —_— 
fly to Ferdinand Kin of Arragenz Defender of the faith,to 
of England ) yet doe they deſcend vnto 
as ornaments onely annexcd to their State. 
of eAuſtris, who is Catholike in that 
Ae. For, — wee —— Kings 
onely in point King of Frexe- may be as 
a Catholke as the King of Speize; and — rages 
a Chriſtian as the King of Fraxcezand-yer the Title of 
belongs onely vnto the one, and the Title of ( bo- 
— 

But aboue all is this reaſon ill a —— againſitheKi 
Free for chat Chrifiania nor acirlex ng cor Chr 
flian from another, but to diſtinguiſh 
— —— — 
King of &, that aboliſhed Paganiſme, and who fiill had 
the moſt warres of all with the Sarazens, enemies of the name 
of Chriſt. True it is, that this title might incline him the 
more to imbrace that doctrine which is beſt, but for that is 
bach not beene hitherto agreed which of the two is the 
beſt, —— oubt by another. For the 
Huguenors may as well conuert this reaſon to perſwade the 
King toreforme the Church, as the Cathohkes vſe it, to in- 
dine him to maintaine the Romiſn Religion: howbert there 
u not any that the King can doe, more worthy of this 
Tide ofhis.ch — tha ia to ſay, to maintaine the 
Romane Church, and to reforme ic. Neither is there any con- 
nadiction in theſe two, ſeeing there is no better meancs to 
make the Iron endure toſcower away theruſt, nor · 
to maintaine the Church of Rome, then to aaſorme the abu- 
ls of ic, Neuertheleſſe, to eſtabliſh ſuch a courſe, that any of + 
the Icon bee bor ſcrapediamay, in ſtead of the ruſt; * 


L Moderator. 

— chat b — — 

quite concrary to that which our 

, Tolercheir Counceilof Ts deep, and co call another, 
wherein boch parts may haue hearing i by which 
meanes,if ſo bee that there bee any corruption in the Church 
of Rome, it may bee ſcene into and purged. And if there be 
any error in the doctrine of che Huguenors ; they may bee e 
victed and inſtructed in a better faith. And this were the why 
to reunite vs all in one faith; and this would beean act in- 
deede well worthy a moſt Chriſtian King. 

But dei — wonrs How foould they 
(ſaich he) bee the fte of Clriſti flocks ,of ſe bee tbey acknowledge 
wet any Paſtor? | anfwerz That they may well enough ace 
know their Paſtors, though they belecuenorwult as the 
Paſtors of their Countrey doe. For that no man 13 * 
build his faith, but ypon an infallible foundation : it is 
confelled by the es themſelues, that all the Bi 
in 4 whole countrey may erre in point of faith. So ther ihe 

ple arc not alwaies obliged, to ground their fan vpn 
that of their Biſhops, and conſequencly may be of ancthes 
faith, and yet bee the flocke of le Chriſt: As in very truth; 
our Sauiour does not call them his Sheep which: heard the 
* A heare ba voyce ; whuch n, che word 


N 0 | | | a 
- Lervsnow looke vpon his concluſion : Ard ſo (faith hee) 
in the ¶ orncell bonowred of the Kung, the Biſbops, the Clergie, 
and lihywi/e of all the people of France, Admit it were fo; ye 
for all this does it not follow, that it is receiued in Free, var 
tefſe he can ſhew withall, that all the Eſtates doc receius it: 
chat is, The Church, the Nobility, and the ce: But hee 
makes no mention of che Nobilicy, but encly of the Church, 
and the third Eſtate, fo that at che moſt it is received bur of 
woot the three Eftares: which may be rhe cauſe that our Ad> 
nerfary, to keep vp the number divides the Church into wo 
pares, viz, Bi Clergie: The Cancel (faich hee) © 
recenued of the Bien, the Cin g. ana Yihrwiſe of al the people of 
Fraun. Which MEETING mar 

* 


Z 


Fre ers se see 
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perferade my ſelfe, heard of before. [udge then what iuſt oc» 
cafion the Nobility of France now haue to reiect this Coun 
cell, when as thoſe who would haue the Councell receiued, 


That the Hwgwenetr may very rightly be accounted wenebers of the 
Cube, — wee — 2 


is Chapter, at the firſt bluſh, ſeemes to 
treat of the ſame Argument that the firſt 
doch : for having there proued it, That 
the Hugaeners are of the ſame Religion 
erich vs (atholcker, it may follow 
ed they be of the fame Church roo: 4 
— — — — — ewo C 
very we : not ſo much in regard of the di 

— of the be the ſubiect, as of the humors of the per- 
ſons. For commonly when a Hagaenat would draw C.- 
to his opinion, hee begins eucrmore with the parti 
Controverſies : and fo ypon the puritis of his doctrine he in- 
ers the / verity of his Church. 
A 8 on the ocher ſide, when hee would winne 2 
Hug«enet, beginnes ftill with the Church; and ſo by the vo- 
ny of the Church concludesahe puricy of his Doctrine: and 
commonly, when eyrher of them gers the ocher ont of chis 
ttacke, they are to ſeeke, Which is one of the reaſons that they 
cannot ſatisſie the aduerſe party. For he that would perſwade 
mother, muſt not beginne with that principle which to him 
ſeemes beſt (though indeed it be ſo) but wich that which 
ſeemes beſt in his opinion whom hee deſires to perſwade, o- 
therwiſc he ſhall but loſe his labor. 
For, when a Huguenot ſhall haue vrged a thouſand paſſa- 

of holy Scripture to proue the of his owne particu- 
— ſhall not be a whit the nearer: and why ? 
For that a Catbblike will ſay inſtantly with himſelfe; What 
ns eg 
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beleeue vothing which I am not able to maintaine by diſpu-· 
tation, then ſhould I not beleeue the proceeding -of che Holy 
Ghoſt : the anion of both Narmres in Ieſa ((briſt: the Myſterieref 
the bely Trinity:all which I haue beleeued, without being able 
ro 2— or ſo much as vnderſtand them. And euen 
ſo, the authoritie of the ſame Church which makes mee be. 
leeue theſe Myſteries without being able ro maintaine them, 
makes me alſo to beleeue the holy ſacrament of the Altar, Pur. 
atory, &c. without being able to maintainethem.So that if t 
2 roceed no furt doe not ſhew a reaſon how 
man may be aſſured of theſe myſteties without the Churches 
authority or elſe (which | hold more reaſonable) why wee 
ought wholly to relye ypon the authoritie of the Church in 
one point, and not in another; hee ſhall neuer ſay ought ts 
the purpoſe. Nor can the ¶ ub laber have any ier ſucceſle 
in their perſwaſiues: for when they ralke to the Hagau 
of the Church, how the Church ſayes this, and che Church 
fyes that, and the Church cannot erre : they who are not 
he vp to ſuch. kinde of phraſes ; and who found their 

faith vpon this perſwaſion, That the'Scriptare is eleare on thei 
fider, What care wee (will they ſay) what the Church faith, 
ſo long as wee agree in opinion wich the word of God. 80 
that a ¶ vr belibe ſhall neuer be able to perſwade them to any 
thing, if hee beginne not at their formdation; and prbue, that 
the dcripture makes not ſo clearly for them as they imagine 
it does : and then when they once perceiue; that they cannot 
confure the Catholiker by Scripture, they will be compelled 
— That a man can haue no aſſurance of his faith, 
wichout ſubmitting his owne iudgement to the judgement of 
the Church: which (as wee ſay) according to Chrifts owne 
promiſe; is infallibly accompanyed with the holy Sᷣpirit. For 
mine owne part, although it bee not my intention to intice 
any man, eyther to the one religion or the other, but to qua- 
l:fe only the paſſions of men; yet for feare that I ſhould com- 
mit the ſame error in this Treatiſe of Pacification, which they 
often doe in the. courſe of their perſwaſwes, I thought good 
te ſubioyne this Chapter alſo to the en char my rex 
mi 


_— 


might be drawne from the 
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inciples of bock Religions. And 
thus proued inche Grſt Ch - , by — 
the particular queſtioni, according to the Hugsencr: method, 


that they bee no Heretites, I was alſo deſirous to adde this 
Chapter, that according to the ¶ uboutes manner of procee- 
ding (that is as much to ſay, as according to the Nature of the 
Church) I might alſo proue them (the Hagurnot/) to het no 
| For it were but labor loſt, to tell many of our Ca. 
bolales, that the Flagucnotſ holde many of the fundamentall 

mes of faith as well as we, ſeeing they take not the ſcantling 
of an Heretike by his opinions, but onely by this marke, T bat 
bee i ant of the Church, vnderſſanding thereby no other 
Church, then that which wee call Catbeliks, eApeſtoliks, and 
Rowane ; excluding all thoſe out of the Church, to whom 
theſe three titles may not be giuen, what opinion ſocuer they 
be of. For which reaſon I reſolued to proue, that theſe three 
titles doe belong vnto the Huguenors, 

And ſirſt touching the title of {atbolike: the Church is cal 1 
led Cathobke in three teſpecta. 1, In regedit ſelfe. 2, Inre- C 4tholiky, 
$474 of the leres. 3. Ie regard Heretikes, 

Now the Church is called Catbolibę in regard of ic ſelſe, 
becauſe in the vniuerſalitie thereof it comprehends all times, n 
and all places, viz. the whole number of the Elect, as well J Cale 
thoſe who haue beene ſince the beginning of the world, and in reiycd of & 
are now departed and triumphant in heauen, enioying cuer- ſclfe. 
laſting bliſſe, as thoſe chat are ordained to the like bleſſedneſſe 
wherher now aliue, or to be borac hereafter, Which defini» _ 
tion is founded ypon the Scriprures ; for S, Pans wards are 
The Church of the firſt. borne which are written in beau: and Heb. 1. 23. 
who are written in heauen but the Elect ? from whom the re- 
probates are in this ſpecialty diſtinguiſhed, That their names Reu f 3. 18- 
are not written in the beoke of the Lambe, The Church then 
conſiſts of che E ho are not reſtrained to any place or 
time. For, Jeſus Cbriſt hath redeemed with bus blood (ſaith Saint 
Jobn) Out of every kinred, and tongue, and people, and nation, Rev. 5.9. 
With which definition the Fathers ioyntly conſent ; Af 4e. & Ca 


they ( faich Saint Denen — 


Greg. Mer. in 
Lab. lib. 28. cp. 9 


2 Tim. 2.19. 
21 
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which are, baue beene, and ſpell be, are Citizen of the beaurnly 
er And $. Gregory the Pope (that my prooſe may be 

e more authenticall) faich, That ad the Eleft ave embraced in 
the boſume of the Church and all the Reprobates are without. And 
yet was poore Job Haſſe burnt for an Heretike, for affirming 
the very ſame. 

O wicked {atholikes , that haue made a man to be burnt 
for an Here: ike, for affirming no more, then what a Saint had 
done, and (which is more) then a Pope had {aid before him, 
So then in this fignification , neither the Church of Ree, 
nor that which themſelues call the Reformed Church,can pro- 

ly be called the Catholike Church, but onely parrs of ir, 
No , we cannot truly affirme, that they be parts of the Cub. 
like Church; but that God hath both in the Rama Church, 
and in the Reformed, ſome that be members of the Catholiks 
Church. Which is as much to ſay, as that divers ſhall be ſa- 
ued in both Churches. Like as there were many amongſt the 
Tewes, at the comming of Ieſus Chriſt ; and at this day bein 


the Greeke Church, and in Prefter ſobns Countrey , which 


doc embrace the Chriſtian Faith. withoar acknowledging the 
Pope. So that if we appropriate the title of Catboue to the 
Roman: Church, oncly taking it in this ſiguificationʒ it muſt 
needs follow, that either all the ¶ arbo/rkes are elected (though 
the ¶ utholibet themſelves write that divers Popes haue beene 
damned) or elſe, that no lew was euer ſaued before Chriſts 
comming, and that God hath not had his Church at all times: 
or that no Greeke nor Affrican can be ſaued in our time; and 
then God ſhould riot haue his Church in all places. Againe, 
if we attribute not this title of Catholthe onely to the Church 
of Rome, I can ſee no teaſon why the Reformed Church ſhould 
be more excluded then the reft. To be briefe, when we paſſe 
our cenſure vpon any, man, whether,hee be of the Carbolike 
Church or nor z we muſt ſpeake eithelſtcording to Faith, ot 


. 2ccordingto Charity. If according to Faith, we cannot ſay, 


that ſuch or ſuch a man is a Cathohke , becauſe it Cod that 
knowerb who are by, faith &. Paul: But if wee paſſe our ivdge- 


ment according to charity, this will haue vs citeeme all choſe 
| ro 
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do bee ofthe true Catholike Church, which bee of the viſiblez 
of which | will nexe ſpeake , and ſhew how it may beerermed 


Ce The Church, eo Th ed already, comprebends 
2 e Church, as I h2ue ready, 

all the EleR, choſe as well chat bealready in —. as thoſe 
that are yet on earth, and remajne mingled among, the wic- 
ked ywhuch laſt, though — more in number, yet the 
Ele&beare the name of the better part. So that both 

and bad, which make an out ward profeſſion of the true 

are repured members of the true Church. According to the 


2 
How the 
Church 1+ cal- 
led Catholike, 
in reſpect of 
the lewes. 


Parable of the net, which held the bad fiſher 41 well as the good. Mat. 13, 


This Church was ſeparated from che reſt of che Gentiles, 
with a partition wall (as ic were) and before the comming of 
Chriſtpend vp in one country, and reftrained to the Family 


of I{rael : But ſince Chriſts comming, Ibis partition wall « (as E eL. 14. 


S. Paul faith) broken downe ; ſo that neither Jew nor Greeks are 
excluded. And by reaſon of this difference, that the lewes in 
thoſe dayes had onely this priuiledge, anc that now no one 
cular country hat h it more then another, the CharcY is 
called Carbohike: that is to ſay, Spread all the world ouer. And 
for that ſhee is ſo vniuerſall, ſhee is diuided into particular 
Churches: As in Saint Pa time, into the Church of Ephe- 
ſus, of Rome, of Galatia, of Corinth, & c. and no one of t 
Churches hauing any prmiledge more then another, they 
were all together called The Church Cathokike : not that it is 
ii wayes cuery-where, but for that no country is excluded, 
ind no place prĩiuiledged. So then, no place being excluded, 
there may be other Churches beſides that of Rome and no 
— being —_—_ euen Rome it ſelfe may be cut off 
the Church. 


3 Thirdly, the Church is called Cathobke, in reſpect of 


3 


the Donarifts, who denied the Church to bee diſperted all How the 


duer the world; but held it to be coopt vp in Affrica: where- 
ypon it came to paſſe, that thoſe Churches which held the 


Ch 
kd 


iar 


urch is ca 
Catholike, 
egard of 


, were called the Catholike Churches, Euen as at Hereukes, 


this day, theſe Churches that hold, the Church to haue need 
of reformation, are called The Reformed Churches: a 
13 the 


Bern. Ib Cont. 
Sos. ;8, 


Ehe 5. 
Cans . 
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the reaſon why the more ancient Fathers neuer vſed this 
terme Cathobke, ro diſtinguiſh the pure Churches from the 
herericall ; but called them Orthodoxall. But in e of 
time, by reaſon that the Orthodoxe Churches held, that the 
Church was Catholike or Vniuerſall ; theſe two words CA. 
thobbke and Orthodexall, were taken in one and the ſame ſigni- 
fication: ſo that at laſt, chis title of Catholike, was not one ly 
giuen to the Church, to diſtinguiſh the Orthodex from the 
Denatifts, but alſo from all other Heretikes. For a Catholike 
in ſpeech is not oppoſite to all ſorts of Heretikes, but 
to the — onely and the Donatiſts. Bur for as much a 
cuſtome is che maſter of words (as we ſee in this word Tyra, 
anciently taken in good part for a King, and now onely for x 
bad King) this 2 ubolube is taken contrary to his nature, 
in the ſigification of a pure Church in ſuch a ſenſe as that 
a particular Church may be called a Catholike Church, and 
more or leſſe Catholike, proportionably as it is more or leſſe 
e. So that the queſtion betweene the Catholikes and the 
uguenots, lies not in this point, vic. Which of the Chur. 
ches is the Church Catholike; but whether of them is moſt 
Catholike, and which moſt corrupted: for in ſome degree 
both of them may be Catholike, ſo long as they hold the 
fubſtance of faith, (is I ſhewed in the firſt Chapter) ana both 
of them in ſome ſort may be it being a thing moſt 
certaine, That euery viſible Church may haue errors, more 
or lefſe. The (arch ( ſaith Saint Bernard) as long as fre ut is 
the tabernacle of this body, bath not attained wnto the perfettion of 
beanty, and in net therefore abſolutely faire : For it is the priur 
ledge of the Church Triumphant onely to be faire, l 
Paul ſaith, wit bout ſpot or wrinckle, True it is indeed that the 
Church is ſometime called faire, bur this is euer comparatiue- 
ly: wherefo e the Bridegroome in the Camticlerſaich of his 
Spouſe (which is che Church) that ſhee is the faireſt of wo- 
men : that is, wot faire (laich S. Bernard) but the faireſt 


among women, And for that ſelfe ſame reaſon, is ſhe in one and 
the ſame verſe, ſtyled both blacke and faire. / awblacke(laith 
the Spouſe) but I aw comety, 


| 


«4s & Om 


3- ©. Y 432 * a . 123. ou ddr oft fo 


frees in faith with the more Primitive Church, So that if wee 


be molt properly the light Catholikes z wee muſt conſider 


ws * 
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I am not ignorant how that the Ancients alſo did vſe this 
word —— an Heretike, in ano 
ther ſignification z which in truth was according to the 

peri ion of the word, tak) Carbobles or Univer 
al. for a marke of chemye Church. For which reaſon in the 
ancient Church, when as the whole viſible Church yet re- 
tained the faith receiued from che Apoſtles, and that ſome 


part of it became corrupted 3 for the exact diſcerning vnto 
whether (ide we to leane, Vincentine Lyri gave iner. Ly. 


of the body before a rot en member.” And therefore, for that che 

body of the Church was at that time found, all the Church 

was called Carbokke, for ſo much this word Body, as well as 

that word Cathobike, implies an vniu-rfalityy ſo that the di- 

ſunction of Carbelike and Heron, ſerues but to diltingniſh 

the ſound body, from a corrupted member. Bur ſo ſoone as 

the body it ſelfe became corrupted, then this rule and diſtin- 

con failed. For which reaſon Vincentins makes a difference 

betweene a Catholike in place, and a Catholike in . And 

ever when a Catholike in place is not a ſure make, he hath 

tecourſe vnto a Catholike in time. But (ſaith he) if axy new Fodem hb, ads, 

inſeition goes on, net onely to corrupt a part, but the whols Church, bare. 

then muſt we cleane to antiquity. So that the difference between 

the Cathohkes and the Huguenots, lying in this point, Whe- 

ther che bod — be — — ? wee muſt 

nut ſpeake of the Church which is Catholike ing to 

e according to time. And that — ttt 

(faith Jincentiu ) which holds 1bat religion which bath beene 

er hitherto embraced. And to diſcerne which Religion 

hath beene alwayes embraced, when as the body of the 

Church, or the viſible Church (as faith che ſame Dini 

is corrupted we muſt ſtill haue recourſe vnto Antiquity, and 

—_— Tertullian, Illud verum, quod primum : That ic ireft © Tertul, lb. ds 
ch is ancienteſt. So a: that is the ¶ atbolike Church which . * preſcripe. adv. 


would diſcuſſe it, whether che Catholikes or the Huguenots 
firſt 


Apoſtolike, 


- wo — o 
o es 


ficſt, whether of them beſt holds of the faich of the A 


endnexe, efcharofthe ancient Doterrand ofthe 
Church. 
As for theticle Apoſfolike, The Church may be called 


er 
the Apoſtles. their Writi 


imbrace the — woman 
es yea, and more or leſſe Apeſtolikg,as they doe more or leſſe 


agree, of to ſor from the laid dotrine.. So that the 
one with che ward Orrbedex, or wich 


e wag: ofier veer any And if the Church 
— Huguenets may be entituled Carbelibę or —— 
may alſo by the ſame reaſon be called 4 * na 


properly — then Catbolib. For 


be- 


ing (as T haue ſhewed) not tity, bc — 


more ot — or A 


6 — — — 


, they offend rather in the exceſſe, and are tos eApofe 
hike: as being . —ĩj—§v5—łð IT wg, 


but what the A poſtles haue written. * 
Secendly, thoſe Churches were-called Hubalky, which: 


were infiructed by the liuely voice of the Apoltles,and where 
the Apoſtles haue had their ſeats , as Ieruſalem, Antioch, E- 
pheſus, Alexandria, &c. where che A poſtles Peter, James, lobn, 
& Marks the Evan larezand are therefore from all Anti- 


a ſtyled Apoffolicall Sears, as well as Rome. Hombeic that 


is ſigniſication is rather an oruament, thema mark of a pure 
Church. For Antioch, Alexandria, and other Churches of 
Greece, where the preached, haue eythex altogether 
forſaken the name of Chriſt, or are at che lealt (according to 
the Cathobker Tener) quite cut off forSchiſme and Herelie 
from the Communion of the true Church: & France, Spain, 
Poland, Germany, England, and Denmarke, where the A- 
poſiles neuer had any Biſhopricks, haue ſithence beene the 
true Churches. So that in this Ggnibcatios a Church may be 


pure, and yet not be villen and a Church which is A. 


OT) ihe beim 
Y pure. The 


2 
of che Fricings as of th Preaching; of 
thoſe Churches which 


— intituled Ape. 


- 
& mare. 


r 


chat of Rewavywhich | haue obſerucd to have beene taken in three Hownhe ; 
ſeuerall ſorts, Firſt, the Rowan Church is only taken for the Dio- e 
ceiſe of Rome , and was in the beginni forche Citie of Reave the pp 
alone. As in S. Pauls time, who inſcribed an Epiſtle ſeucrally to Church. 
Rewer alone, as he did likewiſe tothoſe Churches of Corinch, Ephe. 
ſw,Galatia,&c.For had the Church of Reme beene euery where ac 
that dme ſpread abroad, he had not needed to haue written to other 
Churches ſeuerally, becauſe that in writing to that of Ke, he had 
then written to them all : And yet our people needs make 
vie of this Epiſtle, to proue byit, The Rama church to be the catho- 
becauſe that in it, S. Pai ſaies, Nur faith iv fpread Rom. 1.8, 

in all the world : 1 iſ S. Pau had not ſaid the ſame to the 
Church of Theſſalonics, Nur faith which you hau to G 1 1 Theſſ. 1.8, 
abroad, Bur had the Church of Reme beene (as they would 
it) eſteemed by 5.P ai as all one with the Cacholiquey with- 
call doubt his Epiſtle to the Raman: had beene intituled Carho- 
Ique,as well as thoſe of S. Io, . Peter, S. ln and S. [ude, which 
we therefore ſhled Carholique, for that they were wricren to the 
4 ique Church. Now taking the t Church in this ſigni- 
ion, I confes that not the Hege Churches alone are 
ted from the Rowen Church, but all ocher eatholique Churches be- 
fides: fo that to this day chey in France make a diſtinction of ſun · 
dry cuſtomes of the Rem Church, and of the Church Galbcare. 
becondlly, the Church of Rowe is taken for the Weſlerne Church, 1. 
afomuch that the Rowen, Lative,and Occidental Church, doch ſig- 
nifie one and the ſame — — the Greeke and 
laſterne Church, iuſt as the Empire of the Eaſt, and the Empire of 
mas were called the Empires of Rowe and of C wople, 
becauſe that theſe to Cities were the chieſe ſeati of the Empire: 
" Judo — — che dignitie of the Citie of Rewe, which was the 

fear of the B chat reigned in the Weſt, all this Weſterne 
part, was called the Rm Empire, and all the Weſtern Church 
the Rewer Church : that is to ſay z The Church contained vnder 
the Rowen Empire, So then, if we call it the Nn Church, for 
dftinguiſhing ic from the Greeke and Exfterne Charcheszthen alſo 
may the Heugwenors Churches be members likewiſe of the Komen 
Church, for that chey be Wefterne, — Greeks, nor E. 
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Churches, If in reſpe& of the Roman Empire, (taking the Rowas 
Empire largely, as ir wat) they alſo be vader the Empire, and by 
. conſequence, vnder the Church. But taking che Empire as it now 
is, then may the C urches of Germanie, ſome of which haue ſhakt 
off che Popes authority, be more properly ſtiled members of the 
Roman Church, than Rome it ſelfe ; inſomuch as Ger manie and not 
Rom · is at this day called the Rowan Empire. 
Laſtly,che Rowan Church is — for all thoſe, that doe in 
Faith communicate with the Church of Rene that is co ſay, thoſe 
that be of the Romo Religion. I demand then cheĩt meaning, whe. 
ther they vnderſtand by the Rowiſb 2 points in which 
the Huguenets doe agree wich vs, or thoſe wherein they diſagree 
from vs, or both the one and the other. 
If choſe points wherein they agree with vi then they are dire. 
ly of the Reman faith. If for che points only wherein they di 
then are the beleefe inthe Trinitie, and all che Articles ot the three 
Creeds, of the Apoſtles, of Nice, and of Arbanafins, wherein they 
doe agree, no Articles of the Romiſh Religion... | 
Bur if they take the Roman Religion, fer all the points of it toge- 
ther, both for thoſe wherein they doe agree, and all che other too 
demand once againe, whether ſo exact an agreement in all pointi, 
be required or not ? And if not ʒ then ſeeing that the points where 
upon the FHuguenots be agreed with the Catholics, be ſor number 
more, and for unportance greater, than thoſe queſtions are, vpon 
which they diſagree z they may yet — be reputed ta be 
of the Roman Church and Faith : foraſmuch as things tor the moſt 
part take their Denomination from the better part. Euen as we vie 
to ſay ;thoſe people are of a ſanguine complexion, in whom bloud 
is predominant, although their temper be of other humours too. 
But if we affirme, that no man can be of this Church, vnleiſe ha 
beleeues all, and the ſelfe-ſame, that che Church of Rome doth; 
then ſay I, that whileſt we goe about to proue, that the He guenoti 
be not of our Church, we ſhall ſhew withall, that wee haue not 
any one man, who is abſolutely of the Church: inſomuch as that 
there is no one man, learned or vnlearned, chat belecues all, juft 
as the Church doth, 
For it is the credit ofiou- Doctors, to maintaine ſingular opini- 
ens by themſelues ; whuch may be the reaſon why Belarmine, che 


greateſt 


MC Acc rr erer = aww _ lo ito —_ © Xx a 


— a_ Ha ca a am 


—» Pa o=oMO =v oc // ans oo ei. oo. 


__ 


—_— 2 „ r I” —_—_ 


„ - 


uw -o© ®@ © WGgo Cc c_ Fc we jr 


=_— 


- e 1 


Aduerſarie to the Heguenoti, actuſei all the . that 
ever were betore him, of Error, and thoſe fpetially, which haue 
wricren againſt che Hague 325 GC, Pighins, Ex, Fi- 
. Can, Caictane, Scotic, Durand, F. Bonanenthyd, See,, 
bent : (for he ſpares not the Saints neither) the Ie coutte- 
ſe alſo ſhewes hero che Ancient Fathers, J. Aufi, S. Brrnard, 
g. Chry/oftome,and much adoe he hath to let S. Vu alone. Sb that 
mongſt ſoanzny ditſentions, either hat cthe Church Velceued 
nothing at all, or elſe hach the Church beleeued them altogether, 
that is to ſay, contradictions; or elſe that the Church hath belecued 
but only ſome of them : and perchance, they haue all beleeued 
ebnerary to hat the Church beleeueth. 

Come ve now io the common people, and they vnderſtand not 
the one halte part of that which we teach them: and when wee 
tell them of ſuch points of Diuinity, wherein they were neuer 
brought vp; their fancies framing Idas vnto themſelues, vpon 
what they heare, make them — 2 era, in their braines, 
ind to belecue the quite contrary to what the Church doth, before 
they are well aware of it. 

But our Cathohkes now haue found out a remedy for that; 
which is, 7 hat an implicite Faith is enough for the common people, 
which is as much to ſay, as to tHirke als; & to belecue only as the 
Church doch, though they doe nor ſo indeed. So then, ſeeing that 
an implicite Faith is, To beleeue the contrary, and yet thinke they 
leleeue the ſame z if wee could but once perſwade the Hagurnoti, 
that they doe verily beleeue as our Church of Rome doch in euery 
thing, although indeed they doe not, they ſhall be of our Church. 
dee — if I haue not taken abetter method to conuert them, than 
my other Car holibes haue yet light vpon. They labour to conuert 
them to our explicit faith, which were to make them belecue all 
the particulars of our Faith. And I, perceiuing them altogether 
uncapable of this Explicite Faith, haue endeuored my ſelfe to 
make them — Implicite Faith, which is much the eaſier 
of che two, and to perſwade them to belecue that they doe already 
beleeue, as our Church belecueth: and conſequently, that their 

faith is the ſame, and their Church the ſame, That ſo by this per- 

ſmafion they may proue, if not ſo good Catholiques as the Prieſts, 

et at leaſt, as good Catholiques as the people. 
K 2 
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